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ABSTRACT 
JULIA ALLEN VAIL: Mother Earth and the Motherland: Representations of Land and 
Nature in Pravda from 1917 to 1996 
(Under the Direction of Donald Shaw) 
 
 Historical analysis of the Soviet (and later Russian) newspaper Pravda from 1917 
to 1996 suggests a progression through a variety of social representations of land and 
nature. While the time period preceding World War II was characterized by traditionalist, 
and later Marxist, sentiments toward the land, the World War II era and the decades to 
follow were marked by a modernist attitude toward land use and development. Finally, 
the years of perestroika and the collapse of the Soviet Union seemed to witness a change 
in social representations of land and nature, which reflected a post-modern attitude 
toward the environment, as well as hints of the traditionalist attitude that had been present 
in pre-revolutionary Russia. The study suggests that media in centralized and 
decentralized countries differ markedly in their environmental representations. Not only 
do democratic media show a more positive attitude toward protection and preservation of 
the natural environment, but they also reveal a greater variety of public opinions and 
attitudes regarding the proper balance of economic and ecological interests.   
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I. Introduction and Literature Review 
 It is nearly impossible to come up with a meaningful concept of Russian identity 
without trying to understand its relationship with the natural environment. Since the 
advent of Russian culture, the character of the Russian people has been shaped by the 
endless expanses of tundra and forest that the country encloses within its borders. Painter 
Mikhail Nesterov recognized the importance of land to the Russian consciousness when 
he said, “I love the Russian landscape. Against its background you begin to see better … 
the meaning of Russian life and the Russian soul itself” (Nivat, 2003, p. 53). Therefore, a 
study of Russia’s relationship with its land, and its motives for protecting it, must be 
rooted in a study of its long relationship with the rodina, or motherland.  
 Unfortunately, Russian and Soviet history reveals brutal mistreatment of the 
natural environment, despite the high regard Russians have always had for the landscape. 
In this study, I aim to shed light on the discrepancy between traditional Russian love for 
the land and Soviet obsession with technology and control over nature’s processes. By 
charting the ways in which the Soviet newspaper Pravda depicted the land over an 
approximately 80-year period, I arrived at conclusions about how these representations 
inform on the official Soviet discourse and feelings of responsibility for the environment. 
 Hall defined representation as a fixed relationship between conceptual and 
linguistic systems which enables people to derive meaningful information from the use of 
certain words and phrases. He stated that people “learn the system and conventions of 
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representation, the codes of their language and culture, which equip them with cultural 
‘know-how’ enabling them to function as culturally competent subjects” (1997, p. 22). 
Using the linguistic systems put in place by speakers of a certain language, readers can 
derive deeper meanings from the use and combinations of words in context. In doing so, 
it is possible to arrive at conclusions about the factual and spiritual relationships between 
people and the world around them through their use of written and spoken language. 
 This study draws heavily from Moscovici’s (2001) theory of social representation, 
which states that each culture creates specific representations of reality, which in turn 
shape an individual’s view of his or her surroundings. The mass media, and use of 
language in general, play a very important role in forming social representations. 
According to Moscovici,   
 Nobody’s mind is free from the effects of the prior conditioning which is imposed 
 by his representations, language, and culture. We think, by means of a language; 
 we organize our thoughts, in accordance with a system which is conditioned, both 
 by our representations and by our culture. We see only that which underlying 
 conventions allow us to see, and we remain unaware of these conventions. 
       
 Therefore, Moscovici believed that our social representations, such as those 
imposed by the media, and especially effective propaganda, become reality for the 
society by which they are adopted. It is possible also to track the series of realities certain 
media help create, since they are constantly adapting and changing (2001, p. 27). Pravda, 
which is in this case the supplier of social representations, becomes “the artist, who bows 
before the statue he has sculpted and worships it as a god” (p. 27). By tracking Pravda’s 
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treatment of the land, it would therefore be possible to hypothesize about the social 
reality that it created regarding its citizens’ attitudes toward the environment. 
 This study involves textual analysis of the ways in which ideas related to land and 
nature are represented in front-page articles from 1917 to 1996. This longitudinal analysis 
shows the changes in the official discourse concerning environmental issues throughout 
this time period. Even though Pravda is the mouthpiece of a socialist regime, and does 
not adequately reflect the thoughts of the entire population, it is still useful in the sense 
that it can be used to analyze the viewpoint of the mainstream media. By comparing 
prevalent environmental ideas and movements to media content, this study shows that the 
media have a prominent role to play in reflecting the attitudes of the regime toward 
environmental issues.  
 The purpose of this thesis is to track the coverage of environmental issues 
throughout two very distinct time periods in Russia to show the changing attitude of the 
power elite toward the environment. More specifically, I propose that representations of 
the land in Pravda throughout a 79-year period show a gradual ebb and flow in feelings 
toward the natural environment. This begins with a respect for the land as a whole, 
stemming from the peasants’ desire to own and manage what they feel is rightfully theirs. 
After the land is won, the prevailing attitude gradually devolves into an emphasis on 
plundering the natural environment for economic gain. In the times leading up to the fall 
of the Soviet Union, the official attitude began to return to the values that characterized 
early Russia’s respect and responsibility for the land. Finally, after the collapse of the 
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Soviet Union, Pravda begins to devote a great deal of coverage to environmental 
movements and land-related issues.  
 My research questions and hypotheses are: 
R1: How did representational patterns related to the environment in the Communist party 
newspaper Pravda change from 1917 to 1991? (This will include both a quantitative 
assessment of the amount of land- and nature-related articles, as well as a qualitative 
assessment of tone and attention to citizens’ concerns.) 
R2: How did representational patterns in land- and nature-related issues in Pravda 
change during the transition from the Soviet Union to the Russian Federation? 
R3: Is the quantity of land- and nature-related articles in decentralized print media 
greater than the quantity of land- and nature-related articles in state-controlled media? 
H1: Print media in decentralized, democratic societies are more likely to reflect citizens’ 
environmental concerns, and involve citizen participation, than are media in centralized 
societies.  
 This study will contribute to a fuller understanding of how official media create 
and dominate discourse by using representations of the natural environment to further 
their agendas. Pravda, because of its status as the official mouthpiece of the Communist 
party, cannot be used to make general assumptions about the Soviet attitude toward land. 
However, I was able to analyze the official discourse and reach conclusions about not 
only how regimes communicate their messages to suit their purposes, but also how these 
messages evolve and change.    
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 The first obvious limitation to the study is the fact that, though I translated all of 
the texts, I am not a native Russian speaker. Although, having studied Russian language 
for six years, including five months in Moscow and St. Petersburg, I feel confident about 
my comprehension and translation of factual material. However, I am also certain that 
native speakers would pick up on more subtle references and metaphors that I did not. 
For this reason, I utilized the help of a native Russian speaker to review and refine my 
translations. In addition, the technical limitations of the microfilm with which I was 
working made reading difficult and time-consuming. One could also argue that the 
shortage of years from the collapse of the Soviet Union to the collapse of Pravda itself 
does not allow for an adequate comparison between land- and nature-related media in 
both regimes. However, despite the rather limited sample, I hope that my hypotheses will 
begin an active dialogue regarding how media treat environmental issues. Finally, since 
Pravda spent most of its years in publication as the mouthpiece of a particular party, 
findings cannot be used to arrive at wider conclusions about the attitude of the Soviet 
people toward the land.   
 However, this study is valuable in that it will compare the coverage of 
environmental issues by state-controlled media and the (debatably) freer media of the 
Russian Federation. This study could lead to interesting conclusions about the 
representation of environmental issues in centralized and decentralized societies, and 
could shed light on movements and efforts that were repressed during Soviet times. 
Future researchers may be able to use this study to arrive at conclusions about how to use 
media content to effect environmental and social change in different types of government 
systems. 
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The History of Pravda 
 Pravda (truth) was a Communist party newspaper printed from 1912 to 1996. As 
Michael Specter wrote in 1996, “Pravda was often the only place a reader could turn to 
to get a sense of what mattered to the Soviet leadership” (Specter, 1996). In fact, not 
much besides the perspective of the Soviet leadership could be found within its pages. 
Two leading newspapers, Pravda and Izvestiya (news), were often ridiculed for their 
biased information. A popular saying regarding media in the Soviet Union expressed this 
point eloquently: “There is no news in Pravda, and no truth in Izvestiya” (Specter, 1996). 
 According to Angus Roxburgh, Pravda began as a small illegal publication in 
present-day St. Petersburg put out by the revolutionary Bolshevik party. Hounded by 
tsarist police, the paper was written and printed in a cramped hidden office. The aim of 
the publication, at this time, was to cast light on the poor treatment of workers and 
encourage strikes and protests (p. 17). The newspaper was often confiscated by police, 
newsboys that distributed the newspaper were harassed on the streets, and occasionally 
people caught reading the newspaper were arrested (p. 19). Under constant threat, the 
newspaper was forced to close down and reopen under at least eight different titles. On 
July 21, 1914, the presses were smashed and the entire staff arrested. The newspaper 
would not reemerge until March 1917, after the February revolution had succeeded in 
ousting the last of Russia’s tsars (p. 18).    
 After the Bolshevik Revolution in October of that year, Pravda instantly gained 
legitimacy. From 1917 to 1991, Pravda served as the sole mouthpiece for the ruling 
Communist party. No longer a revolutionary publication, it changed its tone from one of 
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criticism of the government to one of unbridled praise. Roxburgh states, “[In 1912] it 
reported strikes by Russian workers. [In 1987] it report[ed] strikes by Western workers”     
(p. 13). However, this is not to say that Pravda remained static during Soviet times. 
Depending on the whims of each individual Party Secretary, the newspaper was in a 
constant state of flux. It could be tolerant of critique and debate one moment, and become 
an uncompromising propaganda machine the next.  
 In fact, it was not until Josef Stalin, a hopeful to inherit Vladimir Lenin’s position 
as Party Secretary, that Pravda began to silence any traces of debate and criticism. 
Completely intolerant of any opposition to his claim to rule, Stalin ousted Pravda editor 
Nikolai Bukharin, who was himself a pretender to the Party Secretary position, and 
replaced the staff with his own supporters in 1929. He had Bukharin executed nine years 
later (pp. 27-29). In the 1930s, according to Roxburgh, Pravda was no more than 
“Stalin’s private secretary” (p. 29). Stalin used the paper to mandate and drum up support 
for collectivization and industrialization, as well as arouse hatred toward those he 
imagined to be his enemies (pp. 30-31). However, the coverage switched from agriculture 
to defense in 1941, when Adolf Hitler invaded Soviet territory (p. 37).  
 Stalin died in 1953, and his successor, Nikita Khrushchev, instituted the process 
of de-Stalinization in the pages of Pravda. He offered a strong denunciation of Stalin’s 
actions in 1956, and Pravda even printed obituaries for those executed under Stalin’s 
purges (p. 35). Though the press flowered under Khrushchev, Pravda was silenced again 
in October 1964, when a coup removed Khrushchev from office. On that day, Roxburgh 
stated, “[t]housands of censors went through newspapers, magazines, and books 
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eliminating every mention of Khrushchev from manuscripts and page-proofs” (p. 42). 
Khrushchev essentially disappeared from Soviet history. 
 Though Leonid Brezhnev tried to reinstitute the personality cult created by Stalin, 
the tides were already beginning to turn. As early as 1975, there were calls for more 
openness and information exchanges between the Soviet Union and the West (p. 48). 
When Mikhail Gorbachev took over as Party Secretary after Brezhnev’s death in 1982, he 
called for more criticism and editorial freedom. He allowed more coverage of domestic 
bad news, and encouraged the practice of using the press to raise awareness about social 
problems such as alcoholism (p. 49). However, the balance between the regime and the 
new openness was far too precarious, and the Soviet Union collapsed in 1991. 
 In the five years between the demise of the Soviet Union and the demise of 
Pravda, laws were enacted to protect freedom of the press, and journalists claimed these 
rights enthusiastically. Though the transition from a centralized to a decentralized 
government threw the entire country into a state of flux, journalists had been somewhat 
prepared by perestroika for the new freedoms. As early as August 1990, a new law 
prohibited media censorship and stated that newspapers could only be closed down as the 
result of a court order (Benn, 1996, p. 471). These media rights were further solidified in 
December 1991 with a law enacted by Boris Yeltsin (1996, p. 472).  
 However, according to Benn, “the battle for media freedom has certainly not been 
lost; nor has it yet been decisively won” (1996, p. 472). There were several breaches of 
this post-Soviet law, such as when Pravda was shut down in October 1993, and the staff 
told it could only reopen under a new title and with a new editor. Though the newspaper 
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won its case in court, this example provides an illustration of the government’s 
continuing disdain for media law (1996, p. 472). Secondly, newspapers and other media 
outlets now face the pressure to financially support their publications, rather than rely on 
state funding. Since 1992, Pravda depended on the sponsorship of Greek millionaire 
Yannis Yannikos (1996, p. 473). Finally, journalists are under constant threat of contract 
killings, as shown by the murders of Moskovskii Komsomolets reporter Dmitrii Kholodov 
in October 1994 and the head of Russian public television Vladimir Listev in March 1995 
(1996, p. 476). Most recently, the October 2006 murder of Novaya Gazeta journalist and 
Chechen War activist Anna Politkovskaya shocked the world and alerted it to the grave 
danger faced by the Russian media.  
    
History of Environmental Movements in the USSR 
 Russian scientists led the push for environmental protection in the late 19th 
century. Professors and researchers from Moscow University and Moscow Agricultural 
Society advocated conservation on both moral and scientific grounds. Disturbed by the 
excesses and indifference of the wealthy class in pre-Soviet Russia, they pushed for 
environmental protection from the tsar (Weiner, 1988, p. 8).  
 Their efforts produced results, though these results turned out to be largely 
ineffectual. In 1888, the Russian government enacted the Forest Code for the preservation 
of forests, and in 1892 a hunting law was put in place to protect endangered wildlife 
(Weiner, 1988, p. 10). In 1909, a prominent zoologist named Grigorii Kozhevnikov 
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created the zapovedniki, or nature reserves. This was the same year that the Conservation 
Commission was established (Weiner, 1988, p. 14). These movements, though important 
steps, did little to promote sustainable practices among the populace or change the 
government’s course of action. For this reason, the scientific community whole-heartedly 
supported the new regime, hoping its emphasis on freedom and equality would bode well 
for the environmental movement (Weiner, 1988, p. 18). 
 In February 1917, the first revolution brought an end to the reign of Tsar Nicholas 
II, and the October Revolution brought the Bolsheviks to power in the same year 
(Hosking, 2001, p. 391-400). Unfortunately, the new Soviet regime turned out to be far 
less environmentally conscious than was its predecessor. Scientists were attacked for not 
supporting Marxist philosophy or modernization efforts. Proponents of environmental 
protection were horrified as lands were seized by peasants instead of devoted to 
zapovedniki, wars ravaged ecosystems, and Russia’s lack of technological know-how 
created unprecedented waste (Weiner, 1988, p. 21). 
 In 1918, Vladimir Lenin enacted the NEP, or New Economic Policy, allowing 
peasants to sell any agricultural surpluses produced on their lands. He justified this foray 
into capitalism by stating that citizens were not yet ready for complete socialism 
(Hosking, 2001, pp. 442-443). Conservationists, meanwhile, found somewhat of an ally 
in Lenin, a pragmatist who believed that efficiency must be achieved within certain 
ecological boundaries. His brother had studied zoology, and as a result Lenin was 
fascinated with the natural sciences. He also took great pleasure in being outdoors 
(Weiner, 1988, pp. 22-23). Several of Lenin’s initiatives, however, fell flat because of 
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civil unrest and state corruption. In 1920, he created the State Committee for Protection 
of Monuments of Nature, which for two years became the go-to agency for conservation 
issues. However, the committee was poorly funded and organized, and was ultimately 
wiped out in 1924 (Weiner, 1988, p. 33). 
 The situation deteriorated during the rule of Josef Stalin, when all of the country’s 
efforts were simultaneously oriented toward mass militarization and modernization. In 
1928, Stalin abolished the NEP in favor of the first Five-Year Plan, which placed 
agricultural production under total state control and emphasized industrial productivity at 
any cost (Hosking, 2001, p. 432). According to Shaw and Oldfield, “Stalinism 
engendered the simplest possible understanding of human-environment interrelationships, 
serving to distance society from environment and envisaging the domination and 
manipulation of the latter by the former” (2007, p. 119).  The maintenance of the 
zapovedniki was scrapped in favor of logging and farming interests. Weiner states, “To 
those promising the most uncompromising growth rates belonged the victory and the 
spoils” (1988, p. 232). In 1929, the All-Russian Council of the National Economy 
essentially declared war on conservation and its supporters, who “drifted perilously close 
to setting themselves up as a technocratic opposition to the party” (Weiner, 1988, p. 232). 
Conservationists had little choice but to abandon their ideas, or face the wrath of the 
Soviet regime. 
 However, in 1960, the first student nature protection organization was established 
at Moscow State University. This, along with the establishment of a similar organization 
in 1958 at Tartu University in Estonia, was seen as the beginning of the modern 
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environmental movement in the USSR. These two events initiated the Student Nature 
Protection Corps (SNPC), which exists to this day. By 1970, there were more than thirty 
SNPCs in the USSR, and the biology department at Moscow State University began to 
systematically coordinate all of their activities. By 1985, there were more than 150 
SNPCs in the country (Yanitsky, 1999, pp. 184-185).  
 The mid-1980s were illuminated by the promises of perestroika (restructuring), 
which aimed to decentralize economic activity, and concomitant glasnost (openness), 
which relaxed restrictions on speech and emphasized government transparency (Hosking, 
2001, p. 298). Suddenly, after decades of reassurance that environmental conditions were 
favorable, Soviet citizens were flooded with terrifying reports of pollution, 
contamination, and nuclear disasters. Perepjolkin stated that “[t]he ‘information shock’ 
was so strong, and the data so disturbing, that already in the early stages of the movement 
participants felt they needed further self-training from specialized ecologists” (p. 214). 
  According to a report by the U.S. Helsinki Watch Committee, the Moscow Trust 
Group decided to hold an ecology seminar in July 1987 because of widespread interest in 
environmental issues (1987, p. 163). USSR News Brief, a biweekly bulletin of human 
rights news, reported in May of 1987 that a number of informal environmental 
associations had been created. These new associations, including Salvation, Peace, 
Ecology of Culture, and the Cultural Democratic Movement, even joined forces to form a 
single Council of Ecology and Culture (1987, p. 163). 
 Valentin Rasputin, a well-known Russian writer and environmental activist, wrote 
about the need for glasnost to expose the abuses of the regime and protect the lands. 
13 
 
 Glasnost is not just the provision of objective information on the present state of 
 affairs in the country. It is also the need to tell the truth about the past. … Siberia 
 is vast, but greedy hands of ministries and departments, mindful only of their 
 present gain, are longer and they reach to its furthest corners. (U.S. Helsinki 
 Watch Committee,1987, p. 166) 
 
 As a result of these new social initiatives, interest in environmental activism 
began to flourish. Mass campaigns arose for the protection of the Aral Sea and Lake 
Baikal, the world’s deepest freshwater lake. Thousands of urban grassroots organizations 
cropped up, and individual creative unions of architects, artists, and cinematographers 
began to adopt environmental initiatives (Yanitsky, 1999, p. 185). In addition, Chernobyl 
and other tragedies provided a wake-up call to citizens formerly lulled into passive 
acceptance by years of Soviet propaganda (Perepjolkin & Figatner, 1997, p. 205).  It was 
not until the final years of the USSR, however, that the environmental movement began 
to work its way into the country’s political fabric. Beginning in 1987, citizens held rallies 
and demonstrations to protest government plans for building more hydropower plants in 
Siberia, forcing the government to pay more attention to environmental issues when 
setting policy (Yanitsky, 1999, pp. 185-186). In fact, environmentalism played a 
significant role in the national and local elections of 1989 and 1990, with many political 
parties adopting ecological safety and preservation as a platform (Perepjolkin & Figatner, 
1997, p. 206).  
 However, the USSR’s environmental movement was harmed by the vastly 
different aims and goals of the many grassroots organizations. Simultaneously, the 
politicized environmental groups became more sophisticated in their ability to promote 
their candidates and platforms. According to Yanitsky, these large organizations, 
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including the Socio-Ecological Union (SEU) and the Moscow Ecological Federation 
(MEF), opposed the administration on not one, but two fronts. Not only did they demand 
more sustainable treatment of the environment, but they also pushed for more democratic 
reforms and social changes. In this way, these groups were diametrically opposed to the 
Soviet system in which they were trying to achieve their objectives (Yanitsky, 1999, p. 
190).   
 
Environmental Movements after the Collapse of the USSR 
 Though there is a lack of data regarding the number of ecological groups in 
Russia today, Yanitsky estimated the number of organizations in 1992 at 840. His 
estimates put the total membership of such organizations at between 30,000 and 50,000 
(1999, p. 184). According to Yanitsky (1999), “[t]he majority of these NGOs are 
multifunctional, dealing with nature protection, research and development, ecological 
education, and propaganda” (1999, p. 188). There are also numerous other organizations, 
including the more radical Khraniteli Radugi (Rainbow Keepers) and Russian 
Greenpeace (p. 188).   
 Despite the vitality that many environmental groups exhibited during perestroika, 
these groups became largely ineffectual after the fall of the Soviet Union. Yanitsky stated 
that there are several reasons for this phenomenon. The first is the inability of myriad 
social and environmental groups to decide on a consistent ideology. The second is 
unwillingness on the part of the intelligentsia to launch radical campaigns, instead 
preferring to work within established governmental systems. This is part of what 
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Perepjolkin and Figatner (1997) referred to as the “strong tradition of state domination 
over civil society” (p. 212). Conditioned for decades to accept government decisions 
without question, even those who disagreed with its policies were reluctant to disagree 
too loudly. The third reason is the lack of an identity and structure that afflicted not only 
environmental groups, but also Russia as a whole, after the loss of the Soviet system. 
Deprived of unity and unable to mobilize resources, environmental groups became highly 
fragmented, preferring instead to focus on local and regional issues instead of issues 
facing the entire country (1999, p. 201).  
 Finally, economic crisis forced citizens to think about more concrete and 
immediate concerns. According to Perepjolkin and Figatner (1997), “[t]he drastic change 
in the economic situation in 1992 led to a sharp drop in living standards for the whole 
population, including members of ecological movements. The activity of local ecological 
groups became minimal and this has remained the situation up till now” (p. 207).  
 The current state of environmental groups in Russia is one of compliance. After 
Boris Yeltsin launched the “Federal Action Plan for the Protection of the Environment 
and Sustainable Development” in February 1994, an open competition was held for 
alternative plans. However, environmental groups were silent. They preferred, instead, to 
collaborate with state and local administrations (Yanitsky, 1999, p. 200). In fact, the SEU 
became a leading supplier of expert and professionals for government agencies (p. 199).   
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Literature Review 
 One of the most mythical elements of Russian culture is the relationship between 
its land and its people. This relationship manifested itself originally in art and literature, 
through the works of Isaak Levitan, Mikhail Nesterov, Anton Chekhov, Nikolai Gogol, 
and Boris Pasternak (Nivat, 2003, pp. 52-53). However, it was also reflected in other 
areas, including the natural sciences and political philosophy.  
 Though Russians have always recognized the harsh and barren quality of its 
landscape, they only began to imbue this harshness with a mythical quality toward the 
end of the 18th century. This trend began with the landscape paintings of Isaak Levitan, 
which depicted, as art historian Aleksandr Benois expressed, “the ineffable charm of our 
desolation” (Ely, 2002, p. 7). In this way, Russia’s stark landscape became an object of 
reverence precisely because of its lack of order and traditional beauty.  
 This was not only a mechanism of self-defense against the bleak surroundings, 
but also a reflection of future spiritual rewards. According to Georges Nivat, “[T]he 
poorer Russian space appears, the greater the promise of spiritual riches that it conceals” 
(2003, p. 53). Russian novelist Fyodor Dostoyevsky also implied that humble 
surroundings indicated moral supremacy, writing, “Was not [Jesus] himself born in a 
manger?” (Ely, 2002, p. 24). 
 Aside from this respect for the starkness of the Russian landscape, authors and 
artists tended to endow Russian land with its own mythical and supernatural powers. 
Andrei Bely, one of the Russian Symbolist writers, described this mysterious quality in 
17 
 
The Silver Dove, where he depicted the strong ties between the peasant community and 
the land: 
 The Russian fields know secrets, as the Russian forests do; in these fields and in 
 these forests live bearded peasants and a multitude of peasant women; they 
 haven’t many words, but silence they have in plenty. (Nivat, 2003, p. 65) 
 
  The Russian concept of land is also rooted in a long history of natural science. As 
Shaw and Oldfield explain, Russia has long had a deep affinity for, and outstanding 
distinctions in, the natural sciences (2007, p. 118). It was through this knowledge of the 
earth and its processes, it was supposed, that scientific research could yield practical 
benefits and achieve human progress. In its drive for progress and control over a wild and 
unruly landmass, “the focus of scientists in the environmental field … tended to be upon 
the analysis, management, exploitation, and where necessary, transformation of 
geographical environments” (2007, p. 118). 
 The importance of land in Russian culture is also manifested in the writings of the 
most important communist philosopher Karl Marx. In his book Marx’s Ecology: 
Materialism and Nature, Foster states that one of Marx’s central ideas, alienation of 
labor, was connected to the separation of humans from nature (2000, p. 9). However, 
critics often assailed Marx for his assertion that the land has no value without direct 
human participation. He believed that the land could only gain value after entering into a 
relationship with the peasants, whose toil and labor brought out its worth (2000, p. 17). 
 One of the catalysts of Marx’s political philosophy, in fact, was his observation of 
Prussian peasants being stripped of their rights to gather wood in the forests. According 
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to Bellamy, Marx lamented that “[a]ll customary relations of the poor to the land … were 
prohibited and seen as transgressions …” (2000, p. 67). Marx’s socialist ideas stemmed 
from the violation of peasants’ rights to the land, since it was the private property owners 
who prohibited peasant ownership.  
 Several studies, though not associated with the Soviet Union, have been 
conducted to measure prevailing attitudes toward land in media. One such study was 
conducted in 2004 to compare Native American and non-Indian newspaper coverage of 
land and resource issues (Jarding, 2004). In this longitudinal content analysis of three 
mainstream newspapers and three Indian-controlled newspapers, researchers concluded 
that Native American publications paid more attention to land and resource issues than 
did the mainstream media. They were also likely to devote more attention to agriculture 
and wildlife (Jarding, 2004, pp. 565-566). 
 A second study, conducted in Zimbabwe, compared attitudes toward land reform 
in primarily white, state-operated media and the media of new political and social 
movements. This study examined the different agendas of the existing power structure 
and the poorer native citizens in their relationship with the land. In both cases, media 
used the land as a way to further their own goals and legitimize themselves as the land’s 
protectors (Willems, 2004). 
 Fernandez (2007), in examining the coverage of The New York Times and 
Colombia’s El Tiempo, determined that neither newspaper devoted adequate coverage to 
the detrimental effects of glyphosate, the herbicide used to destroy coca plants in 
Colombia. She also found that the media, in many cases, portray nature and the 
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environment in contradictory terms, often confusing media consumers. Lack of attention 
to the environmental problems presented by the use of glysophate, in general, impaired 
public knowledge about these issues. 
 Raudsepp (2001), used Moscovici’s theory of social representation in a study 
about environmental attitudes in Estonia. She argued that, once social representations 
have been established, through media and communication, “individuals or groups identify 
and differentiate themselves, choosing their relative positions within the representational 
field” (2001, p. 235). For her own study, she used the categories of traditionalist, modern, 
and postmodern environmentalism determined by Seippel (1999), as well as Kidd and 
Lee (1997) (Raudsepp, 2001, p. 236). Raudsepp defined traditionalist environmentalism 
as, first and foremost, a belief in the “symbolic and spiritual dimension of nature” (p. 
236). Modern environmentalism, which strongly aligns itself with modernization theory, 
is the Baconian view of the environment as being a tool for exploitation and manipulation 
for human survival and prosperity (p. 236-237). Postmodern environmentalism, as it is 
defined by Seippel, represents an attempt to reconcile personal needs and desires with an 
appreciation and respect for the natural environment (Raudsepp, 2001, p. 238). Within 
the rubric of postmodern environmentalism, Raudsepp also distinguished between radical 
and reformist forms of environmentalism as defined by Dobson (1995). While the first is 
aimed at profound social change, the second seeks to find ways to sustain the 
environment within the existing social framework (p. 237).   
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Marxism and Modernization 
 Marxist philosophy has been closely aligned with modernization theory, since 
both focus on technology and planning as central to the development of the economy, 
and, consequently, people’s quality of life. However, for the purposes of this study, I 
drew a distinction between Marxism and modernization theories in my textual analysis of 
Pravda. The reason for this is what I found to be fundamental differences between 
Marxism and modernization, especially regarding the natural environment. 
 Indeed, although Marx trumpeted the ideas of development and modernization in 
his works, these were not the central concepts of his philosophy. The relationship 
between humans and the means of work and production was his main focus. One of his 
principal objections to capitalism, in fact, was its alienation of workers from the means of 
production, making work a hollow and meaningless task (Cleaver, 2005, p. 245). 
Therefore, Marx advocated strengthening the relationship between humans and their 
natural environment. Cleaver stated that, “Once workers were in command of the means 
of production, Marx clearly believed they could transform it so that products would once 
again be an expression of the workers’ will, so that the work process itself could become 
an interesting activity of self-realization” (240).   
 Modernization theory, on the other hand, applauds the separation of the worker 
from the means of production. The assembly line, one of the most vivid illustrations of 
modernist ideas, is a perfect example of the stripping away of creativity and self-
fulfillment from the idea of labor. According to Ullrich, the push for modernization 
forces people to “value objective relations higher than human relations” (2005, p. 285). 
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Alvares stated that science and technology, the ideals of modernization, “became the 
principal means for usurping the people’s rights to the domains of knowledge and 
production, for dismissing the people’s right to create knowledge, and diminishing their 
right to intervene in matters of public interest affecting their own subsistence and 
survival” (2005, p. 229). Far from the Marxist faith in the people to plot their courses and 
endow their labor with value, “people lost the right to claim that they could function as 
competent human beings unless they underwent the indoctrination required by 
modernity” (Alvares, 2005, p. 227). 
 Furthermore, the focus on modernization is not faith in human beings as rulers of 
their natural surroundings; rather, it becomes unquestioning faith in science and 
technology to increase productivity and create wealth. Alvares stated, “[S]cience … was 
entrusted with the turn-key role of promising undreamed of standards of material well-
being to the so-called poor of the planet” (225). In the Soviet Union, the enthusiastic 
adoption of large-scale modernization was manifested in widespread use of harmful 
pesticides, fertilizers, and machines. According to Alvares, “Science’s propaganda, that it 
alone provided a valid description of nature, was turned into a stick with which to beat 
trans-scientific, or folk-scientific, descriptions of nature” (230). Thus, Marxist reliance on 
the people to endow their natural surroundings with value was gradually replaced by 
modernization’s faith in technology at all costs, even at the expense of human fulfillment.
  
II.  Methodology 
 The purpose of this study is to arrive at conclusions about the changes in national 
attitude toward the land, as reflected in centralized and decentralized media. Through a 
textual analysis of how words associated with land and nature are used in the newspaper 
Pravda from the Russian Revolution to several years after the collapse of the Soviet 
Union, the paper will illuminate the relationship between Russians and their land. 
Specifically, it sheds light on the changes in official Soviet and Russian discourse toward 
matters regarding land and the natural environment. 
 Davis Library contains copies of Pravda issues on microfilm from 1917 to 1996. 
For purposes of this study, I chose March as the month in which I would analyze data. 
During this month, Soviets traditionally prepared for planting and speculated about future 
harvests. This fact, along with an abundance of material, made March the most logical 
choice for analysis. I analyzed material in increments of ten years, beginning in 1917, the 
year of the Russian Revolution and the same year that Bolsheviks took over government. 
However, since the publication continued only a few years after the collapse of the Soviet 
Union, I analyzed the month of March for every year from 1991 to 1996. This gave me 
enough material to arrive at conclusions, not only about how media in the Russian 
Federation reflected prevailing attitudes toward the environment, but also about how the 
environmental approach in the media changed from Soviet times to the present. 
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 I analyzed only front-page articles for the purpose of this study. This allowed not 
only textual analysis of the articles themselves, but also analysis of the relative 
importance of land issues from year to year, based on their front page coverage. The 
number of land-related articles was tabulated and compared to the total number of front-
page articles. The change in the percentage of land- and nature-related articles to total 
articles in the newspaper elucidated the relative importance of environmental issues 
during a particular time period. 
 I selected articles to analyze based on land- and nature-related terms in their 
headlines and lead paragraphs. Using these criteria to select articles, I then did a close 
reading of the articles to determine the attitude toward the land and how this attitude 
changed throughout the history of the country. I used particular search terms to 
incorporate a wide variety of terminology used to describe not only the land, but also its 
uses. These included, but were not limited to, zemlya (land), polya (fields), gektari 
(hectares), and selskoe khozyaistvo (agriculture). It should be noted that, in 1947, the 
copious amounts of articles related to land necessitated a change in my search criteria. 
Rather than including all articles with land- and nature-related terms in their headlines 
and leads, I selected only those articles with land- and nature-related terms in their 
headlines. This change in method still allowed the close reading of 62 articles in 1947.  
 Aside from the difficulties presented by the year 1947, establishing a concrete set 
of search criteria on which to base the selection of materials to analyze was challenging. 
After all, nearly every human activity could be seen, in some way, as being involved with 
the land or its resources. For that reason, I had to be extremely clear on which ideas I 
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wanted the articles in my analysis to reflect. I decided not to analyze articles that dealt 
with the processing or manufacturing of natural resources, since it would be too far 
removed from the direct relationship between humans and the natural environment. Any 
article, however, that dealt with agriculture, mining, fishing, oil drilling, or anything else 
that involved the direct interaction between humans and the land, was included in the 
analysis. In the event that the articles concerned meetings or holidays for members of 
collective farms or mining unions, however, I did not include them in the sample. 
 Having done a textual analysis of the articles that dealt with land- and nature-
related themes throughout the time period chosen, I determined whether the articles were 
traditionalist, Marxist, modern, or postmodern in tone. I also defined articles specifically 
dealing with environmental issues as reflecting a radical or reformist point of view. A 
careful analysis of the texts, as well as the changes in their categorization, explains the 
prevailing social representations related to the environment at a specific time. In addition, 
it elucidates the changes in the social representations that took place not only during 
Soviet times, but after the collapse of the Soviet Union as well. 
  
 
 
 
  
III.  Findings and Discussion 
Coverage of Land-Related Issues in Pravda During Soviet Era 
 As can be seen in Figure 1, the amount of land- and nature-related material, as 
well as the representational patterns within this material, changed substantially during the 
Soviet era. The results indicate that the percentage of land- and nature-related material in 
relation to all material printed on the front page of Pravda from 1917 to 1987 reached a 
peak in 1947, immediately after World War II. In addition, the predominant ideology 
expressed in this material progresses from a blend of traditionalist and Marxist ideologies 
to a heavy emphasis on modernization and development. Finally, during perestroika, the 
predominant ideology evolves to a more contemporary emphasis on balancing economic 
and ecological needs. In the following analysis of representational patterns in each 
decade from 1917 to 1987, I hope to describe these phenomena in more detail.  
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Figure 1: Changes in Land-Related Material in Pravda from 1917 to 1987 
Year Front-page 
articles 
(Land) 
Front-page 
articles 
(Total) 
Percent Form Terminology in Headlines Predominant 
Ideology 
1917 3 74 4 Articles, 
poems Land, agriculture 
Traditionalist/ 
Marxist 
1927 12 120 10 Articles 
Agriculture, metal, weeds, 
raw materials, land use, land 
development, tractors 
Marxist 
1937 28 266 10.5 Articles, 
tables 
Tractor, gold, agronomy, 
planting, metallurgists, coal, 
seeds, harvest, steel, oil, 
hectares, collective farms, 
mineral fertilizers, crops, 
cotton, sugar beets, flax, 
hemp, grain, rice, sunflowers, 
potatoes 
Marxist/Modern 
1947 112 264 42.4 Articles 
Agriculture, land use, 
collective farm, harvest, 
planting, mining, coal, forests,  
grain, oil, fields, cotton, ore, 
agricultural machines, mines, 
metallurgy, hectares, wheat, 
crops, tractors, oil wells 
Marxist/Modern 
1957 42 196 21.4 Articles, 
photos 
Miners, fisheries, metal, oil, 
mines, agriculture, coal, 
fieldwork, iron ore, milk, 
wool, meat, harvest, land use, 
collective farms, excavators, 
animal husbandry 
Marxist/Modern 
1967 46 299 15.4 
Articles, 
photos, 
letters to the 
editor 
Land, infertile, fertility, fields, 
mines, steel, forestry, oil, 
spring, grapes, mountains, 
steppes, virgin lands, planting, 
corn, rice, cotton 
Modern 
1977 99 367 27 
Articles, 
photos, 
letters to the 
editor 
Fields, spring, plantations, 
fuel, planting, steel, taiga, 
miners, land use, harvest, 
mine, resources, oil, rice 
farmers, stone, vegetables, 
fiah, wheat 
Marxist/Modern 
1987 48 256 18.75 
Articles, 
photos, 
letters to the 
editor 
Agronomy, mines, spring, 
metallurgists, steel, farm, 
fieldwork, forests, snow, land 
use, coal, oil, meat, milk, raw 
materials, flood, steppe 
Modern/      
Post-modern 
(Reformist) 
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1917 
 After a hiatus, Pravda was launched again on March 5, 1917. The newspaper was 
not yet the official mouthpiece for the ruling regime, since the Bolsheviks did not take 
over the government until October of that year. Possibly for that reason, several issues 
(March 6, 13, 20, 24, and 27) are missing from the available issues of Pravda.  
 At this point in the newspaper’s history, the prevailing attitude toward the land 
was poetic and ideological. In fact, much of the material published in the newspaper was 
poetry praising the revolution and the workers. Poems consisted of six out of 74, or 8.1 
percent, of the printed pieces in Pravda during March 1917. The articles themselves take 
quite a different form than they would in later issues of Pravda, and resemble long theses 
on land, the peasantry, and class struggles. As Soviet citizens observed, there was very 
little news in Pravda, especially at this point in history. The writing style was editorial, 
filled with stormy pronouncements punctuated with exclamation points. In this context, 
and especially in 1917, the land is not so much a tool for agricultural production as an 
abstract concept that represents the object of the peasant masses’ desire. The number of 
land-related articles constitutes, at this stage in history, only four percent of the total 
printed pieces found in the newspaper. 
 A March 12, 1917 article, titled “About the Land,” outlines the workers’ and 
peasants’ demands of the rich landowning classes. According to the article, “The second 
great revolution, like the first, has inscribed on its banners not only political demands, but 
also economic ones: for example, an eight-hour work day and confiscation of privately-
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owned lands.”1 Here the land is presented not as a factual concept, but as a demand and a 
goal of the upcoming revolution. It also disconnects the peasants from the landed classes, 
and therefore is one of the defining elements in the class struggle. The article goes on to 
state: 
 After the 1905 revolution, as the savage landowner rejoiced, the Third State 
 Duma supported the government of Nikolai Romanov and his land reform. With 
 the enacting of the Stolypin reforms2, the nobility hoped to stir up discord among 
 the peasants and, having achieved this, retain their lands.3 
 
 The writer of the article also bemoans the fact that, if the landowners transfer the 
land to the peasants, they will demand payment. The newspaper, never known for 
unbiased journalism, seethes over the proposed transaction: “They call this fair … . The 
people have spilled so much blood, and are so ruined, there can be no talk of payment. 
The land issue can be solved only through revolutionary measures.”4 Here, the land 
provides not only a bone of contention between the classes involved in the October 
Revolution, but also justifies the revolution itself. The land is still used as a tool in this 
sense, but instead of being a tool for agricultural production and industrial development, 
it becomes a tool for setting the wheels of revolution in motion. 
                                                            
1 O Zemlye (About the Land). March 12, 1917. Pravda. p. 1. 
2 Pyotr Stolypin was appointed chairman of the Council of Ministers on July 1906. He immediately 
dismissed the Duma (parliament) and began to rule by executive decree. His agrarian reforms, aimed at 
dissolving communal farms to create a class of independent, prosperous farmers and encourage further 
land cultivation, met with a great deal of resistance from peasant farmworkers (Medvedev, 1987, pp. 14‐
17). 
3 O Zemlye (About the Land). March 12, 1917. Pravda. p. 1. 
4 O Zemlye (About the Land). March 12, 1917. Pravda. p. 1. 
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 A later article, also titled “About the Land,” chastises a letter-writer for 
questionable actions regarding the land. The article states, “From the town of Bezhetsk 
someone writes, ‘The lands belonging to the Korvin Litvitskiy estate are burned; the 
forest has been cut down.’ This is not confiscation; it is not even seizure. It’s the revenge 
of the subjugated against their subjugators. Such methods contradict the interests of the 
peasants themselves.” In this article, it is implied not only that the revolution has a 
distinct moral character, but also that the peasants already “own” the land in a moral and 
ethical sense. By lashing out against the nobility, the peasants contradict the morals of the 
revolution, as well as deprive themselves of what is inherently theirs. The article 
confirms this by stating, “This is the path toward organization, which will guarantee the 
people that which should belong to all people: the land.”5 
 However, hints of the agricultural and industrial processes to come can also be 
found in Pravda this early in Soviet history. An article titled “The Agriculture Situation” 
deals with the shortages of animal-based goods such as meat, eggs, and milk. The writer 
of the article laments, “We have to till the earth with nearly obsolete plows.” He goes on 
to complain about the state of the railroads, writing that, despite the abundance of coal in 
the southern Russian mines, “the railroads are not in a condition to transport [the coal] 
even to iron factories located in southern Russia.”6 Though the infrastructure has not yet 
been put in place for economic development and mass industrial production, the 
newspaper reveals the administration’s dissatisfaction with the current state of agriculture 
                                                            
5 Kalinin, M. O Zemlye (About the Land). March 19, 1917. Pravda. p. 1. 
6 Polozheniye narodnovo khozyaistva (The Agriculture Situation). March 15, 1917. p. 1. 
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and the economy, hinting at the industrialization machine that the Soviet Union is to 
become in later decades. 
 Therefore, the prevailing social representation created by the Soviet leadership 
through Pravda concerning the land and nature is one of ownership and responsibility. 
Readers are encouraged to see the land as the joint possession of all those who have a 
direct relationship with it. The land is endowed with a spiritual and symbolic dimension 
to bring about revolution and a restructuring of power. However, there are also hints that 
the Soviet leadership wants the Russian people to take responsibility for the organization 
of the land and the efficiency of its processes.  
 
1927 
 Ten years later, the reader begins to see a definite shift from the romantic 
abstraction of the revolutionary period to a heavy emphasis on development. Poems are 
far less prominent in 1927 than they had been a decade ago, constituting less than two 
percent of the printed material in the newspaper. The number of land- and nature-related 
articles dealing with agricultural production, however, has grown. These articles now 
make up ten percent of the total number of articles in the newspaper, as opposed to four 
percent in 1917. Even this figure, however, may not accurately reflect the tremendous 
growth of the emphasis on agricultural production, for several reasons. The first of these 
is the number of missing dates in March of this year, amounting to an entire week. Also, 
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the majority of coverage was dominated by the Chinese Revolution, which promised the 
Soviet Union a potential Communist ally. 
 Three of the aforementioned land-related articles were not analyzed for the 
purpose of this study, since their contents themselves actually had very little to do with 
land, nature, or development. One such article, for example, dealt entirely with the 
elections to an agricultural council. The fact that several of the articles containing the 
words “land” and “agriculture” in their headlines do not have much to do with the 
practices themselves indicates, however, the new emphasis on organization and 
implementation in the agricultural sector. 
 Regardless, it is apparent from the land- and nature-related articles printed in 
Pravda in 1927 that the Soviet administration was accepting industrialized methods, 
which a March 16, 1927 article refers to as the “main means for the development of 
agriculture.”7 One March 1, 1927 article, for example, discusses the developments in 
metal production, and urges the country on to even greater levels of industrial 
productivity. The article states, “This past year was the year when the metal industry 
accepted the party’s plan for development of the means of production.” It praises the 
country’s successes in improving car and machine manufacturing. It goes on to say, “The 
factory ‘Krasniy Putilovets’ has overcome all difficulties, setting up heavy duty 
production, significantly moving away from the average technological level of our 
country, and starting the regular output of tractors for agriculture.” The sense that the 
                                                            
7 Rozye, A. Snabzheniye sel’skovo khozyaistva sredstvami proizvodstva (Equipping agriculture with means 
of production). March 16, 1927. Pravda. p. 1. 
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Soviet regime looks down on anything that is not modern or productive is even stronger 
here than it was in 1917.  
 The strong emphasis on forward movement also makes clear the Soviet 
admiration for modernist goals. The article continues, “The general metal output will 
account for 827 million pre-war rubles, a significant step forward from pre-war levels.” It 
also emphasizes that metal production must move forward “at a faster pace.”8 Articles 
regarding the further building of factories and exploitation of more land (March 18) also 
state that these are the only means of “moving agricultural production forward.”9   
 The most important aspect of this emphasis on industrialization is the adoption of 
and reliance on machines. Tractors, especially, are seen as the new savior of agricultural 
production, and their introduction into the Soviet economy is welcomed with 
apprehension and excitement. One article is devoted to the import of tractors and repair 
equipment from the US. The article enthusiastically announces that up to 25,000 tractors 
will be working in Soviet fields this year. In anticipation of this event, which the article 
refers to as the “tractorization of the village,” instructional programs have been set up at 
some of the country’s most prestigious institutes to train farmers and mechanics to deal 
with these new machines.10  
                                                            
8 Mezhlauk, V. Metall (Metal). March 1, 1927. Pravda. p. 1. 
9 Milyutin, V. O zemleustroistvye i zemlepol’zovaniye (About Land Organization and Use). March 18, 1927. 
Pravda. p. 1. 
10 K nachalu traktornoi kampanii (Toward the beginning of the tractor campaign). March 31, 1927. Pravda.      
p. 1. 
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 Also clear from the article regarding metal production is the emphasis on 
technical development as being concomitant with moral and cultural development. The 
article makes a point to encourage the sale of private cars “for raising the technical and 
cultural level of our country.” This relationship between technology and culture shows a 
very strong element of comparison with the West. Immediately preceding the author’s 
call for greater car sales is a direct comparison with metal costs in England and Germany. 
It states, “Cast iron costs almost twice as much [in the Soviet Union] as it does in 
Germany or England, as do railroads. Wire nails cost three times as much as they do in 
Germany.”11 Competition with, and admiration of, the West dominates much of the 
economic coverage of Soviet events. On almost all fronts, unbridled development is seen 
as the answer to the country’s cultural, economic, and social problems. 
 Another article, dated March 4, 1927, reveals the Marxist philosophy that was 
prevalent in attitudes toward the land and nature at this time. The article, titled “About 
the Agricultural Proletariat,” emphasizes the enormous role the peasants have to play in 
giving the land value. The article states that the peasants are needed for their vast 
experience working with the land. It emphasizes that this knowledge can and should be 
used to further Soviet directives. The article states, “Therefore, a more precise and 
concrete definition of methods among agricultural workers, based on their local 
experience, will bring undoubted benefit.”12 Here, the land has little value in itself, but 
needs the experience and direct manipulation of individuals to make it an economic asset. 
                                                            
11 Mezhlauk, V. Metall (Metal). March 1, 1927. Pravda. p. 1. 
12 O selskokhozyaistvennom proletariatye (About the agricultural proletariat). March 4, 1927. Pravda. p. 1. 
34 
 
Another way that the Marxist trend represents itself in articles from this time period is the 
strong emphasis on the organization and control of resources. One March 15, 1927 
article, for example, discusses the need to develop means of storage and preservation for 
raw materials at collectives, which will improve their exploitation and economic value.13 
This representation of natural resources reflects what Shiva (2005) called a “conceptual 
break” with earlier traditionalist attitudes toward land and nature, in which resources 
became nothing more than “inputs for industrial production and … trade” (p. 206).    
 However, another article, which deals with ways to replenish exhausted soils 
before planting, discusses using weeds instead of chemical fertilizers. This is the one 
article from the time period that emphasizes, whether purposefully or not, sustainable 
ways of maintaining fertile soils. The article begins by describing a certain type of weed, 
called sweet clover,14 which can be used as both animal feed and fertilizer. In the 
beginning of the article, the author even upbraids farmers for their unsustainable 
practices. “Our wheat-growing regions are furiously exhausting the soil, without even 
trying to compensate for the lost fertility,” it states. It offers sweet clover as an 
inexpensive and logical solution to this problem. 
 Besides all the simple things (resistance to drought and cold weather, its lack of 
 toll on the soil, its disease-fighting and pest-repelling properties) sweet clover is a 
 legume, extracting nitrogen from the air and enriching the soil with it. Sweet 
 clover is different from other legumes in that . . . the breaking down of its bulbs, 
 which accumulate nitrogen, takes only a few weeks – less than other plants.15 
                                                            
13 Rishar, V. Kooperatsiya i sir’ye (Cooperation and raw materials). March 15, 1927. Pravda. p. 1. 
14 Donnik 
15 Sosnovskii, Y. Sornaya trava (Weeds). March 6, 1927. Pravda. p. 1. 
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 It seems, therefore, that the representation of land and nature in 1927 has 
undergone a shift from traditionalist to Marxist. In other words, since the land has already 
been won, it must now be dominated and controlled. The land is depicted in Pravda as 
merely a means for economic production and untapped wealth, which can only be utilized 
through direct contact with human hands. Though this representation is still used to 
motivate Soviet citizens, it is used to motivate them to further industrialization and 
development, rather than to political revolution. Hints of a traditionalist representation, 
however, still shine through in several articles that cling to the former respect and awe of 
nature’s beauty and fragility.  
 
1937 
 By 1937, the style of the newspaper has changed dramatically once again. The 
articles are shorter, with a much more contemporary journalistic style. Poems disappear 
entirely from the front page. The printed material in Pravda this year can be grouped into 
three types. The first, a new development in Pravda, is the table. Rather than using 
articles to sum up the agricultural achievements or shortcomings of particular republics 
and regions, the newspaper publishes lists and charts of exact numbers dealing with 
agricultural and manufacturing output. The second type is a brief article bestowing praise 
on factories, workers, or factory leaders for their contributions to production. The third, 
closely related to the second, is complete diatribe, bordering on written abuse, directed 
toward regions and factories that have not lived up to state expectations for agricultural 
production. 
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 The first type, the tables of agricultural accomplishments, follows a consistent 
pattern. One table, printed on March 20, 1937, is laid out with republics, districts, and 
regions on the left-hand side. To the right, numbers are laid out according to the amounts 
of land sowed in total, as well as the amount of land devoted to different collective farms. 
The amount of land, measured in thousands of hectares, is compared to the immediate 
right with the percentage that this number constitutes of the amount laid out by the Soviet 
plan.16 Another table, printed two days later, outlines the plans for raw cotton production 
by region. The table is followed by a “proposal” that all cotton-producing regions fulfill 
state plans for cotton production no later than April 1.17 
 The second type of printed piece in Pravda, the brief article praising a worker or 
factory for exceeding expected output, also follows a fixed pattern. For example, one 
March 1, 1937 article states that 121 tractors were produced on the main conveyor of 
Chelyabinsk tractor factory, along with 108 from the secondary conveyor. It goes on to 
praise Comrade Ageyev of the Kuznetsk guild, who stamped 2,005 bolts per shift.18 
Chillingly, both of these accomplishments are dedicated to the memory of Grigorii K. 
(Sergo) Ordzhonikidze, a close friend of Stalin who served as chairman of the Central 
Control Commission and the Workers’ and Peasants’ Inspectorate before Stalin began to 
                                                            
16 Na 15 marta zaseyano 734 tis. gektarov yarovikh (On March 15 734,000 hectares of spring crops are 
planted). March 20, 1937. Pravda. p. 1.  
17 O kontraktatsii khlopka‐sirtsa urozhaya 1937 goda (About the contracting of raw cotton for the 1937 
harvest). March 22, 1937. Pravda. p. 1.  
18 Uspekhi Chelyabinskovo traktornovo zavoda (The successes of the Chelyabinsk tractor factory). March 
1, 1937. Pravda. p. 1. 
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question his loyalty. He was found dead on February 18, 1937, and official state sources 
declared that he had died of a sudden heart attack (Khlevniuk, 1995).  
 The third type of article consists of scathing indictment of certain factories and 
regions that are not living up to the stringent demands of the Soviet leadership. Two such 
articles have the titles, “Western Siberia Poorly Prepared for Planting” and “Omsk 
Region Not Ready for Planting.” The sarcastic tone of the first article is unmistakable in 
such phrases as, “Can we hope for a good harvest in the fields of Western Siberia . . . 
when the seed assortment plan has only been 71.2 percent fulfilled, and the plan for seed 
treatment only 1.5 percent?” The article continues, “The leaders of Suzunsky and 
Tomsky regions have given several wonderful speeches about the use of agricultural 
technology, but, talking idly about the fight for a productive harvest, they haven’t noticed 
that, in many collective farms, … bad seeds have been selected for planting.”19  
 The second article, concerning the Omsk region, uses the same derisive tone to 
upbraid the unproductive collective farms. 
 A productive harvest is a concrete concept. It means collective farmers who know 
 where and what to plant. It means the excellent repair of tractors, healthy, well-
 fed horses, high-quality seeds, tens of thousands of tons of manure and ashes … . 
 Has all this been made ready? Unfortunately, no. The people are forgotten, as is 
 the material and technological preparation for planting.20 
 
 From these, as well as other such articles, it is obvious that the Soviet Union is 
using any means necessary to encourage and shame its farmers into a successful harvest. 
                                                            
19 Zapadnaya Sibir’ plokho gotovitsa k sevu (Western Siberia poorly prepared for planting). March 25, 
1937. Pravda. p. 1. 
20 Omskaya oblast’ k sevu ne gotova (Omsk region not ready for planting). March 27, 1937. Pravda. p. 1. 
38 
 
Pravda, whether using commendation, criticism, or (presumably) straight facts to get 
across its point, communicates a desire to achieve high agricultural output, whatever the 
cost. In fact, very little attention is paid to the outcomes of this agricultural production, 
whether positive or negative. The output is viewed as an end in itself, with very little 
coverage of the economic benefit. The same, of course, is true of environmental effects. 
The high gains are the priority, and little coverage is given to the future economic 
repercussions of the tremendous toll on taken the land. 
 Articles from 1937 are also beginning to reveal what will become full-blown 
industrialization in later years. Several articles, for example, discuss the adoption of 
agricultural machines, such as tractors. A March 5, 1937 article calls the growth of 
technological equipment “one of the brightest features of this year.”21 A second article 
printed on March 19, 1937 praises the Chelyabinsk factory for producing 122 tractors in a 
workday rather than the assigned 108.22 However, despite these hints at industrialization, 
the greatest emphasis on modernization is to come in future years. 
 The Soviet authorities emphasize the word “bor’ba,” meaning “fight” or 
“struggle,” in concepts dealing with the land. Both of these articles mention the “fight for 
a productive harvest,” implying that drawing the benefits of the land is a struggle that pits 
people against nature. Rather than being partners in the achievement of high yields, 
humans and the land are portrayed as being in direct opposition to one another. In order 
for the land to be productive, it must be conquered and controlled by its human stewards. 
                                                            
21 Pered sevom (Before planting). March 5, 1937. Pravda. p. 1. 
22 Za sutki snyato 122 traktora (In a day 122 tractors are made). March 19, 1937. Pravda. p. 1.  
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Whatever feelings of protectiveness and gratitude Russians felt for nature have been 
overshadowed by an emphasis on a Baconian view of nature as something to be 
dominated and plundered. The land acquires even more of a Marxist representation than 
it had a decade before, as evidenced by the strictness, regimentation, and emotional 
devices used to incite Soviet citizens to higher levels of environmental exploitation. 
 
1947 
 The emphasis on fighting becomes even more pronounced in 1947, in the crucial 
and trying years immediately following World War II. The extreme attention paid to 
agriculture and industry this year reflects the country’s desperation to revive the national 
economy and quality of life after devastating losses. In fact, the tremendous amount of 
land- and nature-related material, amounting to 42.4 percent of front-page coverage that 
year, necessitated a change in my methodology. Rather than include articles with land- 
and nature-related lead paragraphs, I analyzed only those 62 articles with land- and 
nature-related terminology in the headlines. 
 Perhaps understandably, the Pravda articles from March 1947 reveal an intense 
interest, bordering on obsession, in motivating workers to higher levels of agricultural 
and industrial productivity. One of the means used to do this was a long list, occupying 
three-quarters of the front pages of both the March 20, 1947 and March 22, 1947 issues 
of Pravda, of the names of workers who had completed their output goals on time. Used 
extensively in previous decades, praise for factories and individual workers was used to 
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inspire workers to attain high yields in agriculture, mining, and oil drilling. One example 
states, “Excavator operator Mr. Khozhaev … having pledged to give 12,000 tons of coal 
over and above plan, has fulfilled his task by 230 percent since the beginning of 
March.”23 However, Soviets were also masters of using opposite motivation, in the form 
of shaming certain workers and factories who did not meet their quotas. An article from 
the previous day, for example, berates the Frunzenskaya region for disorganization, an 
absence of quality control, and gross violations of agricultural engineering.24 An 
additional holdover from previous decades is the emphasis on competition, which the 
Soviet leadership hoped would stimulate further economic growth, as well as a spirit of 
Soviet brotherhood.   
 As mentioned before, another instrument used to motivate workers was the heavy 
emphasis on the “fight” for a productive harvest, confronting the “enemies” of collective 
farms, and the “army” of farmers and workers ready to serve the Motherland. This stress 
on war-related terminology reflects not only the country’s preoccupation with the recent 
war, but also can be interpreted as revealing an aggressive and confrontational attitude 
toward the land. Instead of outlining a plan involving cooperation and respect of the land 
and its resources, the Soviet leadership focuses on inciting the people to fight and 
struggle against an uncompromising natural environment to improve their lives and the 
national economy. In an article titled “More Oil for the Motherland!”, Pravda states, “We 
need to fight for every kilogram of oil, using those mines which yield not tons, but 
                                                            
23 Ugol’ v schyot plana vtorovo kvartala (Coal for the second quarter plan). March 13, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
24 Uspesho pretvorit’ v zhizn’ plan razvitiya sel’skovo khozyaistva na 1947 god (Actualize the agricultural 
development plan successfully in 1947). March 12, 1947. Pravda. p. 1.  
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hundreds of kilograms of oil.” The article ends with the rousing phrase, “The country has 
no doubt that our glorious army of oil drillers will fulfill [its obligation] with honor!”25 
As mentioned earlier, the newspaper also drew on still-high wartime sentiments to 
increase agricultural production. A March 7, 1947 article proclaims, “As a result of the 
bitter struggle of the Bolsheviks against the enemies of the collective system, the party 
guaranteed a Socialist restructuring of agriculture in pre-war years. It has been 
transformed from splintered and backward to a strong and mechanized enterprise.”26 The 
Marxism that characterized the attitude of the Soviet leadership toward the village 
farmers is present in this declaration. Despite any and all outside factors that may hinder 
progress, including nature itself, the will and determination of the people prove 
victorious.  
 The year 1947 was tumultuous and desperate for the Russian people, since, 
having just emerged from World War II, they were trying to revive the ravaged economy. 
It is perhaps not surprising, then, that nature is commodified in so many Pravda articles 
from this year. Instead of reporting on crops in pounds or hectares, the newspaper refers 
more and more to their worth in rubles, or their contribution to production and light 
manufacturing. One March 12, 1947 article, for example, cites the great need not only to 
grow crops and mine coal, but to quickly and efficiently transform them into 
commodities.  
                                                            
25 Bol’she nefti Rodinye! (More oil for the Motherland!). March 9, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
26 Po‐bol’shevistski organizovat’ poslevoenni pod’yom sel’skovo khozyaistva (Organize the post‐war 
agricultural surge like a Bolshevik!). March 7, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
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 Before the Bolshevik party and the Soviet state stands this task: to guarantee such 
 a flourishing of agriculture that would allow abundant food products for the 
 population, raw materials for light industry, and the accumulation of necessary 
 state natural reserves in the shortest period of time.27 
 
 A second article, dated March 20, 1947, reflects the changing emphasis from the 
value of natural resources to their worth in the marketplace. It states, “Already, on the eve 
of spring, [Altai farmers] are concerned not only with planting, but also with the 
organization of gathering the harvest and preserving agricultural products.”28 This trend 
represents a fundamental change in attitudes toward natural products, in which, as 
Escobar (2005) explains, “social and economic life [is redefined] in accordance with the 
criteria of rationality, efficiency, and morality” (p. 134). 
 Perhaps even more than before, Pravda articles from 1947 reflect an almost 
obsessive interest in increasing production. In its efforts to incite the country’s farmers 
and miners to greater levels of productivity, it references a wide variety of motivational 
factors, including the recent war, the upcoming 30th anniversary of Soviet power, and the 
ever-present obligation to the nurturing Motherland. In many ways, the achievement of a 
prolific harvest is depicted as a continuation of the war effort. One article consists of an 
interview with the chairman of a collective farm in the Pskov region. The chairman 
states: 
  
                                                            
27 Uspesho pretvorit’ v zhizn’ plan razvitiya sel’skovo khozyaistva na 1947 god (Actualize the agricultural 
development plan successfully in 1947). March 12, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
28 K novomu pod’yomu sel’skovo khozyaistva! (Toward a new surge in agriculture!) March 20, 1947. 
Pravda. p. 1.  
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 Our collective farm … was destroyed and plundered by German fascist hordes. 
 Community buildings and homes were burned, cattle stolen. In a short time we 
 were able to not only rebuild what had been destroyed, but to improve on pre-war 
 levels in several areas. … The area where we grow grain has attained pre-war 
 levels, and the area where we plant wheat has increased significantly.29 
 
 As was the case in the decades before 1947, increased production in agriculture 
and mining is given the strongest emphasis. Nearly every article from March of this year 
includes some mention of certain mines or collective farms declaring their intent to 
increase production by certain specified (and often unrealistically high) levels. In a 
conversation with a celebrated worker on the Chapaev collective farm, the worker 
enumerates the farm’s contributions. She states, “According to the plan, we had to give 
3.412 centners30 of grain in 1946. This plan was surpassed significantly. The collective 
farmers gave 1.735 centners of grain over what was required.”31 These commitments to 
greater production are found not only in farming, but also in other areas of agriculture 
and land use. A brief article from March 9, 1947 announces that oil drillers in Baku 
fulfilled 107 percent of their intended goal.32 
 In addition, several Pravda articles from this year show that the land used for 
agriculture and mining was increasing as well. In an official report printed on March 1, 
1947, the Supreme Soviet stated an intention to “increase land used for planting … by ten 
                                                            
29 K polevim rabotam gotovi! (We are ready for fieldwork!) March 16, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
30 According to the Random House Unabridged Dictionary, a centner is, in several European countries, “a 
unit of weight of 50 kilograms, equivalent to 110.2 pounds …”  
31 Za 200 pudov sibirskoy pshchenitsi s gektara (More than 200 pounds of Siberian wheat per hectare). 
March 21, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
32 Neftyaniki Azerbaijana energichno vzyalis’ za vipolneniye svoikh obyazatelstv (Oil workers in Azerbaijan 
energetically set about fulfilling their obligations). March 9, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
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million hectares; by 8.7 million on collective farms.”33 This amount did not include the 
land devoted to parks for the assembly and repair of agricultural machines. 
 Also added to this stress on more and greater production is an added emphasis on 
speed, even at the expense of the land’s well-being. In addition to an announcement about 
the high gains of a collective farm, printed March 16, 1947, is the fact that the goal was 
achieved in seven working days.34 A news brief published the next day praises the 
Kassansai region not only for its prolific wheat yields, but also for planting the wheat two 
times faster than it did the previous year.35 This high regard for speed seems to come at 
the expense of the land’s ability to recover its productivity and replenish its resources. 
Pravda confirms this attitude with a line from a March 21, 1947 article: “The duty of 
collective farm leaders is to be tireless fighters for wide acceptance of anything new that 
will increase the productivity of the fields and create an abundance of agricultural 
products.”36                      
 Although Pravda reflects an adversarial attitude toward nature in several articles, 
including one about a devastating drought in 1946, many still draw on the peasants’ love 
for the land as a motivational tool to increase production. In such articles, Pravda 
portrays nature as a benevolent partner in the achievement of high agricultural yields. 
One example begins with a poetic note of appreciation: “The warm spring weather that 
                                                            
33 Sel’skoye khozyaistvo (Agriculture). March 1, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
34 Zernoviye poceyani za 7 dnei (Grain is plan ted in 7 days). March 16, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
35 Poleviye raboti na Yugye (Fieldwork in the South). March 16, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
36 Peredoviki sel’skovo khozyaistva pokazivayut put’ k visokim urozhayam (Leaders show the way to high 
harvests). March 21, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
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Central Asia and the Caucasus have enjoyed for the last several weeks has allowed 
massive planting of early spring crops: wheat, barley, and oats, as well as vegetables and 
potatoes.”37 Another, from March 27, 1947, states that “the sun shines warmly during the 
day. Rain falls occasionally. The light, sandy soil in the southern and western slopes is 
quickly readied for planting.”38  
 However, these articles very quickly change their tone to one in which the land is 
manipulated and conquered by humans armed with technology. After a warmly worded 
description of the fog covering the fields at dawn, one March 13, 1947 article describes 
the army of farmers that go into the fields to collect water from the melting snow. It 
states, “The spongy, porous snow is amenable to shovels. … Toward midday the slopes 
of the fields are girded with small dams. The path of the melting snow has been 
confined.”39 Here the reader sees a hint of the attitude that nature is something to be 
limited by human control. A news brief published the same day undercuts the power of 
nature to control agricultural output. It states, “To invoke the climate is to fool yourself. 
The root of evil is not in the climate, but in your own sluggishness.”40 Since nature has 
been deprived of its power to limit human activity, farmers and miners have only 
themselves to blame for failure. Finally, in a March 27, 1947 news brief, glorification of 
nature quickly shifts to glorification of workers and machines. The article says: 
                                                            
37 Zaseyan pervi million gektarov yarovikh kul’tur (The first million hectares of spring crops are planted). 
March 16, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
38 Traktori vishki v polye (Tractors went out onto the field). March 27, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
39 Taliye vodi ne ushli c polei (Melted water hasn’t left the fields). March 13, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
40 Zernoviye poseyem za vosem dnei (We will plant grain in 8 days). March 13, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
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 Warm, sunny days have come. The fertile Pridneprov’ye steppe comes to life. 
 Tractor brigades go out onto the fields. Specially appointed workers at the 
 collective farms observe the state of the soil; they vigilantly track the dryness of 
 each site.41  
 
 The ever-present emphasis on Marxism can be seen in nearly every article from 
1947, especially since the Soviet leadership was trying to empower the people after years 
of turmoil. Two March 13, 1947 articles try to rally Soviet citizens to greater levels of 
production. The first states, “All conditions have been put in place for receiving an 
abundance of products. Now the rest depends entirely on us.”42 Another says that “the 
people can achieve a high quality of fieldwork if every one of us attends to this issue.”43 
Here the responsibility for a high harvest is placed squarely on the shoulders of the 
farmers, taking for granted that people, armed with experience and technology, wield 
complete control over their environments. 
 The representation of land, therefore, has changed within the last ten years to 
include a heavier emphasis on modernization and machinery. Instead of the land and 
natural resources having their own value, they are often defined in the language and 
currency of the marketplace. In addition, though the Marxist element is still present in 
1947, as it had been in years before, the machine has taken center stage in the battle for 
industrialization and economic gain. While technology plays a significant role in previous 
decades, only in 1947 does the emphasis on quantity and speed, necessitated by the 
                                                            
41 Viborochni sev na Dnepropetrovshchine (Sowing in patches in Dnepropetrov). March 27, 1947. Pravda. 
p. 1. 
42 Zernoviye poseyem za vosem dnei (We will plant grain in 8 days). March 13, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
43 Soberyom visoki urozhai (We will collect a high harvest). March 13, 1947. Pravda. p. 1. 
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economic crisis of World War II, endow technology with a sense of indispensability and 
honor. Though the land still needs human control, this human control is most effective 
when implemented with machines.  
             
1957 
 Though the volume of land- and nature-related articles has decreased considerably 
since 1947, many of the same attitudes toward technology and development remain. 
Though most of these attitudes are slightly more muted as the Soviet Union grows further 
away from the Second World War, the themes of fighting, competition, greater and faster 
production, and praise for prolific workers are still present in Pravda articles from 1957. 
 Unlike 1947, when Pravda emphasized the production of coal and grain above all 
else, articles from 1957 place the strongest emphasis on the production of oil and animal 
products, such as beef, eggs, and milk. The reason for the increased emphasis on oil 
production is made clear in a March 23, 1957 article titled “The Patriotic Call of Soviet 
Oil Workers,” which states that the production of liquid fuel is more economical than the 
production of coal. In addition, “the use of liquid fuel eases the automation of many 
production processes.” According to this article, oil production increased fourfold from 
1946 to 1956. In addition to stepping up production in older plants, Soviets developed 
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new plants in various regions of the country. The article states that 265 new oil deposits 
were opened for mining in the fifth five-year period.44  
 Another significant element of Pravda articles from this year is the employment 
of scientists and specialists in the fight for greater and faster production. The article 
points out that a veritable army of geologists have been enlisted to increase the available 
oil reserves for exploitation. In addition, their efforts have led to new uses for oil 
products: the creation of synthetic materials. The article states that, with the help of 
scientists and researchers, oil workers have set up factories for the manufacture of 
plastics, synthetic fibers, rubber, and alcohol. Despite the obvious pride in the booming 
oil industry, however, these announcements are followed by a call to further increase fuel 
production by 16 percent. 
 Articles from 1957 also reveal an additional emphasis on animal products, as 
shown by a speech delivered by Nikita Khrushchev printed on March 14, 1957. 
According to Khrushchev, the “main task is to improve land use, increase the harvest, 
produce more grain, and, based on these achievements, to increase the production of 
meat, milk, butter and other animal products.”45 This emphasis on animal products was 
one reason for Khrushchev’s obsession with planting corn, which he states is the most 
economically feasible feed for livestock. After a visit to Iowa in 1959, Khrushchev 
dubbed corn the ‘queen of the fields,’ and demanded upon his return that Soviet farmers 
                                                            
44 Patrioticheski Priziv sovietskikh neftyanikov (The patriotic call of Soviet oil workers). March 23, 1957. 
Pravda. p. 1. 
45 Rech’ tovarishcha N.S. Khrushchev (Speech of Comrade N.S. Khrushchev). March 14, 1957. Pravda. p. 1. 
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cover 70 million acres of farmland with corn. Because of the dry, cold climate, the 
agricultural experiment was a disaster (Martin, 1962, p. 84). 
 Aside from these changes, articles from 1957 retain a strong emphasis on 
increased production and speed. Both of these elements are present in a March 5, 1957 
article concerning metal production in the Moscow region. The article states, “Nikolai 
Andreyev’s team … fulfilled its shift obligations in six hours. Last month the workers 
from this plant provided more than 200 tons of metal in addition to their planned goals.”46 
Here both speed and increased production are praised, and extra emphasis is given to 
productivity over and above planned levels. Also present in this article is the concept of 
“fighting” for greater metal output.      
   Other themes continued from 1947 are competition between collective farms and 
factories, as well as the power of motivated individuals to determine the economic fate of 
the country. Underlying these themes is the idea that better organization, efficiency, 
experience, and work ethic could overcome even the most dismal situations. One March 
6, 1957 article states, “Agricultural workers from the Smolensk region addressed all of 
the country’s machine and tractor stations, urging them to launch the competition for 
sharp increases in production and the delivery of meat and milk to the state.” It goes on to 
state that leaders of collective farms are working on increasing the output of animal 
products “without needed effort, poorly putting into practice the experience of leading 
                                                            
46 Metall sverkh plana (Metal over plan). March 5, 1957. Pravda. p. 1. 
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producers, making poor use of the farms’ vast reserves.”47 In both of these instances, 
humans are seen as the only factor that determines the success of collective farms and, in 
turn, the economy. A March 6, 1957 article lends further support to this attitude. It states, 
“It has long been said that people can move mountains, and that, if the people want, they 
can do anything. This is indeed true. The selfless achievements of the conquerors of 
virgin lands have shown that the Soviet people can turn even their bravest dreams into 
reality.”48 This not only affirms the Marxist sentiments of the Soviet leadership, but also 
reveals an antagonistic relationship with nature. The subjugation of nature is a necessary 
step on the path to achieve human goals. 
 Praise is yet another element that remains from previous years. However, unlike 
1947, articles from 1957 are less prone to individual praise, and more likely to enumerate 
the accomplishments of factories, regions, or collective farms. Two of the tools utilized in 
the attempt to motivate workers are awards and the announcement of records being 
broken. One March 5, 1957 article, for example, opens with the rousing phrase, “The 
announcement of the awards and medals granted to a large group of fishermen from 
Khabarovsky region was seen as the manifestation of the Communist party’s … constant 
concern for the development of the fish industry in the Far East.”49 The granting of 
medals was used not only to reward workers for outstanding production, but also to 
                                                            
47 Neotlozhnoe delo rabotnikov sel’skovo khozyaistva (Urgent business for agricultural workers). March 6, 
1957. Pravda. p. 1. 
48 Uvelichit’ v 1957 godu sdachu gosudarstvu myasa v dva raza i moloka v poltora raza (Increase the sale 
of meat to the state by two times and the sale of milk by one and a half times in 1957). March 6, 1957. 
Pravda. p. 1. 
49 V otvet na visokuyu nagradu (In response to the high award). March 5, 1957. Pravda. p. 1. 
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reward them for introducing new methods and technologies into their work. Another 
announcement from March 3, 1957 states that an award was given “for the adoption of 
new techniques and high yields of fish.”50 
 An element that distinguishes 1957 from previous years is the use of the concept 
of “records” to motivate workers to greater levels of productivity. According to a March 
5, 1957 news brief, “Record output was achieved by the metalworkers of plant 750, who 
not long ago provided over 100 ingots more than the normal output for one shift.”51 This 
announcement is followed by another, dated March 12, 1957, regarding a “record 
amount” of steel produced in a Nizhny Tagil factory.52  
 Articles from 1957 are also distinguished by several very distinct patterns that are 
used to frame arguments and motivate workers. The first of these is the “call and 
response,” an element of competition in which workers from one region or factory, 
having completed their yearly or quarterly goals, challenge other workers to meet or 
exceed these accomplishments. These calls are usually followed by announcements, one 
or two days later, that other regions have heard the call and responded with vigor. A 
perfect example of this can be found on March 12, 1957, when a small announcement is 
printed that says, “The day before yesterday Pravda published the obligations of the 11th 
metal factory, and its plea to all metalworkers of the country. This plea was met with 
                                                            
50 V Prezidiumye Verkhovnovo Sovieta SSSR (At the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR). March 
3, 1957. Pravda. p. 1. 
51 Metall sverkh plana (Metal over plan). March 5, 1957. Pravda. p. 1. 
52 Delovoi otvet (A businesslike response). March 12, 1957. Pravda. p. 1. 
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unanimous support. Soviet metalworkers are displaying new vigor in the fight for better 
use of our reserves.”53  
 A second pattern characteristic of 1957 Pravda articles is as follows: initial praise 
for accomplishments, followed by criticism for remaining insufficiencies, and a final call 
to action. This is shown in a March 24, 1957 article, which begins with the tribute: 
 On these pre-spring days, village workers are launching the competition in honor 
 of the 40th anniversary of the Great October Socialist Revolution. Collective 
 farmers, workers at machine and tractor stations, as well as all Soviet people, are 
 striving to do all they can to meet this date with new successes.54 
 
Later in the article, however, the tone changes slightly to remind workers not to rest on 
their laurels. It states, “However, in several regions of the country the yields of many 
crops remain low.” After an enumeration of what must be done to improve the harvest 
and increase productivity, the article concludes, “The pressing obligation for all party 
organizations, Soviet and agricultural agencies, collective farm leaders, and all village 
workers is to quickly eliminate deficiencies in preparation for planting, to use all 
agricultural reserves in the fight for high yields.”55       
 Also apparent in printed material from 1957 is the unrelenting belief in new 
technology, and its ability to achieve well-being and happiness for the Soviet population. 
                                                            
53 Mettalurgi strani pazvyortivayut sorevnovaniye v chest’ 40‐letiya Velikovo Oktyabrya (Metalworkers of 
the country launch the competition in honor of the 40th anniversary of Great October). March 12, 1957. 
Pravda.   p. 1. 
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In fact, many of the articles praising high production levels are no longer directed at 
farmers and miners, but at those who manufacture or repair machines. One article, dated 
March 23, 1957, congratulates a youth brigade for the creation of the first airblast 
machine that can blast 750 cubic meters of air per minute. The article adds that the 
brigade has already begun construction on the second machine.56 Another article, dated 
the same day, states that construction has been completed on a new coke furnace battery 
which outperforms its predecessor by ten percent.57 An article dated March 23, 1957 
explains the emphasis on new technology: “It is necessary to incorporate into industry 
these progressive methods and technical modifications, which rapidly increase oil 
drilling, reduce losses, ease the labor of oil workers and raise productivity.”58 Here, it is 
made obvious that technology has the power to solve nearly every problem that could 
arise in farming, mining, and manufacturing. In this year, more than any other, it is clear 
that the Soviet Union has accepted what Ullrich (2005) referred to as the “essential lie of 
the industrial system, the pretense that the material prosperity won through plundering 
and the transfer of costs was ‘created’ by industrial production, by science and 
technology” (p. 280).  
 As was the case in 1947, there is still a strong emphasis on turning nature’s 
products into nothing more than commodities to stimulate the national economy. One 
example of this trend is the transfer of milk, meat, and other animal products into 
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economic goods. According to one article, “Last year, along with a significant increase in 
state preservation and purchase of meat, milk, potatoes, and other products, has come a 
growth in their transfer from local sources, such as collective farms, into the trade 
network.”59 Here is demonstrated not only a stress on greater production, but also a 
greater interest in selling and purchasing nature’s products.  
 Perhaps even more so than in 1947, articles appearing in Pravda in 1957 show a 
tremendous drive to increase land used for agriculture and mining. This drive is shown 
through several articles that mention the opening of a variety of new mines, factories, and 
collective farms. One March 24, 1957 article illustrates this perfectly with the phrase, 
“The entire country, under the leadership of party and government, has resolved the issue 
of fallow and virgin lands. We can no longer leave this colossal state reserve 
unattended.”60 Another article from March 26, 1957, states that agricultural workers in 
Lithuania expanded their farmland by nearly 200,000 hectares.61 A series of news briefs 
from March 12, 1957 announce the opening of a new excavator factory in Tallinn, 
Estonia,62 as well as the discovery of new metal reserves by geologists.63 A March 5, 
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1957 news brief, titled “More Oil for the Motherland,” discusses the development of a 
“new oil-rich region” by an army of geologists, oil workers, and drillers.64      
 The topic of economization and conservation is found in many articles in 1957, 
which represents a significant departure from previous years. An entire March 25, 1957 
article, in fact, is devoted to persuading Soviets to use resources efficiently and sparingly. 
This article states, “The fight for conservation is achieving a wider range of goals, 
including the economization of raw materials, fuel, and electric energy.”65 Another 
article, which enumerates in great detail the production goals of every metalworking 
plant, declares conservation of materials to be one of the main goals of each facility. For 
example, in its list of suggestions for the Kuznetsk metal factory, it encourages the 
adoption of a liquid steel vacuum to “ease the labor of workers and reduce the loss of 
metal.”66 Still another article concerning metalworking congratulates one of the sectors in 
the Kirov metal factory for the “maximal use of chemical and thermal energy,” which has 
“allowed for the economization of 10,000 tons of charred coal.”67 Concomitant with the 
drive for expansion and further exploitation of virgin lands, there appears this year a 
greater emphasis on efficient use of existing energy sources.    
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 However, in most of these articles, the call for greater conservation measures is 
accompanied by an economic motivation rather than an ecological one. As the 
abovementioned March 25, 1957 article, titled “For Economization and Frugality in 
Industry,” states: 
 Every saved kilogram of metal, fuel, and materials, each conserved kilowatt-hour 
 of electricity in the scope of large-scale industry appreciably increases the 
 country’s prosperity and might, as well as the welfare of its people.68 
    
It is obvious from these and other examples that the greatest motivation for conservation 
is not ecological, but economical. In this sense, the drive for economization of resources 
differs very little from the push to expand land and resources used for exploitation. Later, 
this article states: 
 [The Andreyev metal factory] has long since accepted huge losses of heat energy, 
 which  has been released into the atmosphere in the form of vapor, and into the 
 sea in the form of the water used to cool metalworking ovens. However, … 
 exhaust heat boilers and steam cooling systems have been installed. Thanks to 
 these measures, the loss of coal in this factory has decreased by 27,000 tons a 
 year, which has brought close to 3.5 million rubles into the economy.69 
  
Despite the recognition that possibly harmful materials were released into the air and 
water as a result of factory practices, the only concern of the Soviet leadership appears to 
be for the amount of money being funneled back into the country. Therefore, although 
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1957 sees a renewed interest in conservation and economization of resources, a legitimate 
concern for the natural environment cannot be considered the motivation for this trend. 
 Though the social representation of land and nature changes little from the 
previous decade, it does expand its scope to include not only more land area in its push 
for modernization, but also a wider range of land-related activity. Equal attention is given 
to farming, animal husbandry, coal mining, and oil drilling. However, hints of the 
upcoming postmodern representation of the land begin to show through, as conservation 
appears on the agenda of the Soviet leadership. This is the first indication that the Soviet 
media will eventually start to incorporate environmental concerns into the economic 
development program.  
  
1967 
 Many land- and nature-related themes can be identified in texts from March 1967. 
The first of these is a strong emphasis on the relationship between the economy and 
agriculture. One element of this relationship is the transformation of the land’s bounty 
into capitalist products. This can be seen easily in Pravda’s tendency, present to a lesser 
extent in earlier decades, to translate agricultural output into rubles. One March 5, 1967 
article about the agricultural productivity of Kazakhstan defines one region’s goal as the 
“the generation of 12.9 million rubles over and above the production plan.”70 A second 
element of the relationship between the economy and agriculture is the capability of 
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agriculture to improve the economy of the country. According to an article from March 1, 
1967, titled “Not Only More, But Better!”, “Thanks to the attentiveness of the 
Communist party to the development of agriculture, the economy of collective farms has 
become noticeably stronger.” It goes on to state that “the agricultural specialist, in 
planning his technological work, must never lose sight of the economical effectiveness of 
each step.”71  
 The emphasis on economic gain even takes the form of glorification of economy 
over nature. The wistful abstraction of land as an object of desire has become, in 1967, 
adulation for fulfilling economic production goals. One such article, dated March 3, 
1967, praises the river Don, one of Russia’s main rivers. However, instead of 
commending the river for its natural beauty, as was done before Soviet times, the article 
instead praises the region’s ability to produce machine equipment. It eulogizes: 
 The glorious Don. It is honored for the fact that it gives the Motherland unique 
 machines and equipment, and that it is a rich granary for southern Russia. …  The 
 Rostov region  now produces 85 percent of the country’s grain-gathering 
 machines. … The output of its chemical plants is widely known past the borders 
 of the region and the country.72 
  
 Perhaps even more strongly emphasized than the relationship of agriculture with 
the economy is its relationship with science and engineering. In an article from March 4, 
1967, the author states, “The success in field work depends on the good condition and 
highly productive use of machines.” Earlier it states that Soviets must, “step by step, pull 
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agriculture up to the technological and organizational level of manufacturing, raising its 
effectiveness by whatever means possible.” It goes on to say that scientists have set up 
stations in all regions to offer help to agricultural and industrial workers. According to 
the article, “Their advice and recommendations can bring sizeable benefit to industry.”73 
The aforementioned March 3, 1967 article also stresses the importance of a strong 
relationship between scientists, farmers, and manufacturers. It states that “workers in 
industry, farming, science, and culture are marching, shoulder to shoulder, toward the 50-
year anniversary of Soviet power.”74 
 This relationship between science and practice reflects another abiding theme in 
land-related articles in Pravda: an unrelenting faith in modernization and technology. A 
March 1, 1967 article proclaims that the “worth of the harvest depends to a huge extent 
… on the wide implementation of progressive measures for uniting science with 
practice.” Later the same article states that it is imperative to “mechanize and rationalize 
work in all areas.”75 On March 4, 1967, an article declares that the state is “increasing the 
amount of machines, fertilizers, and other technological means in the villages.”76 One day 
later, an article printed in praise of the agricultural and industrial accomplishments of 
Kazakhstan attributes its success to its acceptance of technological advancements. It 
states, “The citizens of Karaganda have always been distinguished by their careful 
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attention to technological progress, its implementation, and the skillful use of new 
technology.”77 Apparent in each of these articles is the complete, unquestioning faith in 
science and technology characteristic of modernization and development.    
 The construction of new enterprises and factories, especially of power plants, is 
also an emerging theme in 1967. One March 3, 1967 article reports on the continued 
construction of three of the largest mines in the southern part of the country. It also 
announces that more than twenty large enterprises will be reconstructed and equipped 
with new, modern technology and machines.78 Within this concept is the idea that, 
through the process of building and accepting technology, society is being transformed 
for the better. Pravda often published profiles of cities and regions that had undergone 
significant changes after the introduction of modern technology. In the aforementioned 
article about Kazakhstan, for example, the city of Karaganda is commended for the 
tremendous progress it has made, transforming itself from a small settlement to a bustling 
modern city. Another such article, also dated March 3, 1967, states, “During Soviet times 
the workers of the Rostov region completely changed the face of their region. Modern 
transport lines have been constructed in the sparsely populated steppes, canals cut 
through the dry fields, and beautiful new cities and outposts have emerged.” The article 
also discussed plans to build 114 schools, 257 children’s nurseries, 30 hospitals, 19 
movie theaters, and more than a hundred restaurants in the region.79        
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 As always, the theme of more and better production is present in Pravda in 1967. 
The majority of articles mention the commitments and achievements of different factories 
and regions, listing the exact amounts of eggs, wheat, coal, etc. that have been promised 
to the state. However, new ways of motivating the people to greater levels of production 
become evident in 1967. The first of these is the use of photographs to recognize and 
poeticize extraordinary workers and factories. Some of the photographs, printed on the 
front pages of Pravda throughout March, depict the construction workers of new power 
plants (March 2), Kazakh steelworkers (March 12), and a tractor on a collective farm in 
Turkmenistan (March 20). All of these photographs include captions extolling the output 
of each of the workers and collective farms. 
 Competitions between factories and collective farms is another method used, and 
widely publicized by Pravda, to encourage greater production. One article from March 
11, 1967, titled “Spring in the Fields,” states, “The planters are competing to fulfill all 
work by deadline and at high quality … . They decided to collect up to 25 centners of 
grain and up to 180 centners of potatoes per hectare.”80 The upcoming 50th anniversary of 
the Soviet Union provides an extra incentive for competition. According to an article 
about the industrial and agricultural accomplishments of Azerbaijan, “preparing for the 
upcoming 50th anniversary of Soviet power, workers of Azerbaijan have met the foremost 
October goal, intensifying the pre-holiday competition.”81 
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 The use of published letters to the editor also provides extra incentive for workers 
to fulfill their obligations. One such letter, printed on March 18, 1967, was written by 
Kasim Bodeyev, a rice farmer in Kazakhstan. He charges rice farmers with the task of 
increasing the harvest to 50 centners in the anniversary year. Nadezhda Rudenko, a 
worker from a collective farm, soon responded to the letter by raising the goal to 60 
centners of grain.82 Such letters increased the spirit of production by inciting workers to 
pledge increasingly lofty output goals. 
 Finally, Pravda articles from 1967 reveal a derision of nature, and a philosophy 
that humans have the capacity to manipulate and control nature for their own ends. Some 
of the articles amount to taunting nature for its bitter defeat in trying to limit human 
activity and drive for progress. One article from March 7, 1967, titled “Infertile Lands 
Give Birth,” quotes eminent Russian writer Pavel Melnikov-Pechersky, who wrote, “The 
land is cold, barren. … You won’t be able to feed yourself year-round with the fruits of 
your labor.” The writer of the Pravda article responds, “That’s how it was. But now, in 
such ‘barren lands,’ even in the last unfavorable year, we collected, on average, up to 13 
centners of grain per hectare.”83 
 Perhaps more so than any other year analyzed, 1967 reveals an unprecedented 
reliance on machines and science. Though very little attention is paid directly to the 
relationship between men and the land, a great deal of energy is spent describing the 
relationship between the land’s productivity and technology. Therefore, the prevalent 
                                                            
82 Pereklichka risovodov (Rice farmers’ call to action). March 18, 1967. Pravda. p. 1. 
83 Treushnikov, M. Rodyat nerodimiye zemlya (Infertile lands give birth). March 7, 1967. Pravda. p. 1. 
63 
 
social representation of the land and nature in 1967 remains one of unbridled 
exploitation. However, the exploitation is done more by machines than my men 
themselves.  
 
1977 
 A substantial change takes place in the ten-year period before 1977, in terms of 
the goals set for workers in anticipation of the 60th anniversary of Soviet power. Unlike 
previous years, much more emphasis is placed on manufacturing than is placed on 
agriculture or mining. When awards are granted by the Soviet leadership, they celebrate 
workers for manufacturing the most yarn, candy, cars, textiles, and other products, as 
opposed to harvesting the most grain or mining the most coal. In addition, the goals set 
forth for the 60th anniversary of the Soviet Union make little to no mention of agricultural 
or mining accomplishments. Instead, they focus on building of homes and schools, 
achievements in the sciences, and development of art and literature. However, despite 
this anomaly, land- and nature-related articles account for a full 27 percent of front-page 
articles from 1977. 
 As in previous years, machines play a crucial role on the front page of Pravda 
during March 1977. Their utilization and proliferation remain largely the same as they 
were in previous years. Technology and science, as before, are depicted as saviors of 
agricultural and industrial production. As Alvares (2005) explains, “[S]cience … was 
entrusted with the turn-key role of promising undreamed of standards of material well-
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being” (p. 225). Nowhere is this more obvious than in a letter, printed on March 19, 
1977, from current party leader Leonid Brezhnev. He writes:  
 I am firmly convinced, based on the agrarian policy introduced by the party, the 
 increased level of technical equipment for farms, and the fertilization and 
 irrigation of lands, that industrial productivity will grow steadily and that high, 
 stable harvests will become a reality for every collective farm.84  
 
An entire article from March 30, 1977, for example, is devoted solely to the importance 
of irrigation and watering systems.85 Another article puts the total machine use for one 
collective farm at 1,300 scrapers, more than 600 bulldozers, 650 excavators, and many 
heavy tractors.86 Several articles, such as one printed on March 3, 1977, tend to glorify 
machines for their usefulness in field labor. This article begins, “The roar of the tractors 
breaks the silence in the southern regions of Turkmenistan. The planting of alfalfa, 
grains, vegetables, and potatoes has begun.” The article goes on to confirm, “The most 
important aspect of planting is the wide use of the newest agrotechnological methods and 
the organization of industry.”87 Another romanticized photo caption, dated March 10, 
1977, states, “The golden fires of Magnitka are never extinguished, day or night. The 
rumble of its heroic blast furnaces never ceases.”88  
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 In addition, the introduction of new types of technology is a constant in many 
articles. One March 9, 1977 news brief, for example, announces that a newly constructed 
coke furnace battery with the capability of mining 730,000 tons a year will go into 
operation in October.89 Still another article publicizes the adoption of a communication 
system, the TM-621, which would allow oil workers to instantly transmit data about the 
work of each mine to a dispatcher. Head engineer Shapovalov is quoted as saying, “With 
the introduction of this system, the complete automization of business management will 
be achieved.”90     
 Another very important development in technology used for agriculture is 
airplanes, which are featured very prominently in land- and nature-related articles from 
1977. One news brief from March 4, 1977 states, “Mineral fertilizer is being brought to a 
significantly bigger area than it was last year. Tens of thousands of hectares of wheat are 
being fertilized with the help of agricultural aviation.”91 A news brief from March 23, 
1977, titled “Airplanes over the Fields,” states that 20 so-called “winged helpers”92 are 
being used to spread mineral fertilizer over 320,000 hectares of farmland.93 
 However, despite the continuing appreciation and glorification of machinery in 
issues related to land use, articles from 1977, more than those from any other decade, 
clarify the relationship between man and machine. Though the machine is presented as a 
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useful tool, humans unquestionably wield power and control over these tools. The glory 
(or shame) that goes along with levels of agricultural output belongs solely to them. 
 Nowhere is this made more clear than in a March 27, 1977 feature article about 
stonecutter Aliman Gasimov. The writer of the article heaps praise on Gasimov because 
of his decision to direct not one, but two imposing stonecutting machines. Though the 
machines figure prominently in the story, their operator alone receives the credit and 
glory. According to the article, “Two stonecutting combines, leaning on rails, move 
across a wide polygon. A heavyset mechanic unhurriedly follows them. … Gasimov is 
listening intently to the roar of the machines, determining the quality of the cut by ear.” 
The article goes on to credit Gasimov with conserving up to six thousand cutting blades 
through his efficient use of machinery, and explains that a school program is being 
organized to teach his techniques.94 A similar feature article devoted to industrious 
fieldworker Dilbarniso Nurmatova contains a commendation from the secretary of her 
party organization, Pulatov: “Dilbarniso need only go out into the field, and the machine 
works wonders because a true master sits behind the wheel.” The article ends with a 
poem that outlines the Marxist sentiments of the time: “The land blossomed and began to 
shine / Where a woman tended to it!”95 
 Several other articles clarify the relationship between man and machine, giving 
people precedence as masters over technology. This can be seen in the strong emphasis 
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on organization and regimentation that appears in printed material from this time period. 
One letter from Leonid Brezhnev, dated March 4, 1977, states: 
The successes of our collective farms attest to the great organizational and 
political work done by the party groups, professional unions and Communist 
organizations, which have shown constant concern about creating favorable work 
conditions …96 
 
While this excerpt is used to praise workers and organizations for agricultural and 
industrial accomplishments, a March 11, 1977 article uses this sentiment to ensconce in 
farmers and farm workers a deep feeling of responsibility for agricultural yields. The 
article, discussing the need to fairly allocate work, determine the availability of resources, 
and make effective use of equipment, states, “Local party organizations will have to play 
a big role in the resolution of these tasks. The spring planting will be a serious test of 
their tenacity and perseverance.” The article goes on to state, “Leading the Socialist 
competition for the successful implementation of spring planting, Communists will show 
their high levels of mastery and organization … and will guarantee a good harvest … .”97 
This emphasis on worker responsibility and power represents a return to the previous 
Marxist sentiments that dominated earlier Soviet media.  
 This same Marxist sentiment is reflected in the heavy emphasis on educating and 
helping others that is found throughout Pravda articles in 1977. In a March 10, 1977 
article, the manager of an agricultural committee is quoted as saying, “The flourishing of 
the level of agrotechnology is our main means of increasing the harvest and enhancing 
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the gross output of crops. Therefore, it was decided to organize a training program for 
agronomists of all ranks by zone in leading collective farms.” The article describes the 
training as a series of seminars and classes given by qualified specialists and collective 
farm leaders, and shows a great deal of confidence that sharing knowledge and 
experience will lead to better control over natural processes for economic benefit.98    
 As in former years, Pravda articles also depict nature as workers’ adversary, 
instead of stressing the harmony and interdependence between them. One article, for 
example, begins, “Although spring came early to Stavropol, it couldn’t outpace [the 
farmer]. His tractor is already fully prepared.”99 A photograph of Uzbek farmers working 
their fields, printed on March 25, 1977, is captioned, “Here, where not long ago only sand 
and salt marshes were found, farmers decided to collect 35 centners of cotton per 
hectare.”100 Finally, a March 27, 1977 news brief discusses the watering mechanisms that 
have been installed in fields. According to the article, “This allows farmers to plant on 
foul days and to begin harvest earlier than usual.”101 These and other examples indicate 
that the Soviet media depicted field workers as working in direct opposition to natural 
processes, as opposed to working in concert with nature to achieve agricultural goals.    
 Pravda articles from 1977 show the same concern with increased production 
present in former decades. However, unlike earlier years, in which the media stressed the 
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100 Na polyakh vesennikh (On the spring fields). March 25, 1977. Pravda. p. 1. 
101 Budyet bol’she ovoshchi (There will be more vegetables). March 27, 1977. Pravda. p. 1. 
69 
 
quantity of goods over their quality, 1977 reveals a strong interest in improving the 
quality of agricultural and industrial products. A March 21, 1977 article devoted to one of 
Siberia’s oldest oil fields states that, though the output of oil may not be as high as in 
other areas, “Nowhere else has such high-quality oil been found.”102 Inferior quality, 
despite the level of output, has become a source of great shame in agriculture-related 
articles from 1977. This applies not only to market goods, but also to the materials used 
for production. One example, dated March 20, 1977, states that most regions have 
significantly improved the quality of their beet seeds. However, it singles out the 
Burinsky factory for producing 477 centners of seeds with a germinating capacity of less 
than 60 percent. The same article praises the Tetievsky region for producing seeds, 99.6 
percent of which were determined to be “first class.”103  
 Paradoxically, articles from 1977, while trumpeting former ideals of Marxism and 
modernization, also reveal an unprecedented interest in resource conservation and 
preservation of the natural environment. Whereas articles from previous years were likely 
to mention mineral and chemical fertilizers, articles in 1977 began to use the word 
“organic” to describe the means of nourishing the soil. A March 15, 1977 news brief 
makes mention of a factory in Tashkent that has pledged to manufacture 17 compressors, 
along with a large quantity of other goods. Along with the strong emphasis on greater 
production comes the added phrase, “A part of the products will be made from conserved 
resources.”104 Several other articles mention the conservation of raw materials, fuel, and 
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electricity. Here also is found the first mention of environmental protection in any Pravda 
article I analyzed. According to a March 15, 1977 article,  
Everything is being done so that new homes bring people more joy. No small part 
of this task belongs to members of town committees and regional councils, who 
are observing the timely process of putting everything into working order, as well 
as the construction of new residential zones, while seeing to it that the rules for 
the preservation and improvement of the environment are observed.105  
     
Though 1977 shows the same emphasis on expansion and building that is present 
in previous years, this is tempered with ecological concern. For example, a photo of a 
newly developed oil well suspended over the Caspian Sea is captioned, “Strict measures 
are being observed to protect the sea from pollution. All waste products … are taken to 
the shore in containers.”106   
However, conservation and protection of the environment are still firmly within 
the scope of economic production. Not only does conservation have to show some 
economic benefit for it to be considered justifiable, but more and better technology is also 
used as a tool to conserve resources. In one March 4, 1977 news brief concerning the 
conservation of fuel in trains, the economization is explained by its economic gains. It 
states: 
On this day engineers will be running a train entirely on conserved fuel. … Last 
year engineers and their assistants … economized 180 tons of liquid fuel and 578 
kilowatt hours of electricity, decreasing the cost of transport by six percent.107 
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This excerpt implies that conservation is still useful only if there is a financial motivation. 
Other articles cite technology as the best and only means of conserving resources. This 
reinforces a central tenet of modernization, namely that technology holds the answer to 
solving all problems confronting humanity. An example of this comes from a news brief 
dated March 9, 1977, which announces the development of a new reactor capable of 
extracting more valuable material from raw oil while simultaneously decreasing the 
production of waste. Therefore, though the attention paid to conservation measures is 
commendable, articles from 1977 continue to show an unquestioning faith in science, 
technology, and organization.  
  
1987 
 In 1987, Pravda continues its emphasis on production and development. 
However, there is a simultaneous encouragement of conservation and the sensible use of 
resources. The reader notices a distinct move from a modern environmental view to a 
postmodern, reformist one. Though no one argues for an overthrow of old systems, or 
even a delay in industrial production, concern for the environment becomes more evident 
in land- and nature-related material. 
 As a close reading of the articles from 1987 makes abundantly clear, the drive for 
more mechanization and industrial production is still present in the minds of the Soviet 
leadership. Many articles, such as a news brief printed on March 19, 1987, could have 
easily been found in newspapers from previous decades. Titled “Aldan’s Coal,” it praises 
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the Aldan miners for obtaining more than forty thousand tons of coal since the beginning 
of the year.108 In addition, faith in more and better technology is still present. One article, 
also from March 19, sings the praises of a new milking apparatus, which was employed 
after many cows became ill and died. Supposedly the new apparatus more closely 
resembles the milking process done by hand. The article complains that the new device is 
held up by red tape, but concludes that “There is no argument that technology must be 
perfected.”109 The director of the leading nickel factory in the country confirms, “We 
keenly felt that there would be no improvement in the quality of products without 
technological progress at the factory. … Therefore we decided that measures for science 
and new methods … must be put into practice. Without reservations, refusals, or 
allegations of difficulties.”110   
 However, articles from 1987 clarify that people are entirely responsible for the 
state of technology, and chastises farmers and factories for not carrying out the 
organization, maintenance, and repair of machines in a timely manner. According to a 
March 23, 1987 article regarding agricultural machinery, “Instead of repair parts, farms 
receive promises, orders, [and] scoldings” from repair stations.111 Another article states 
that, even in the event that repair work is completed, it is often done shoddily and without 
due attention. The article states, one tractor “underwent capital repairwork, which cost 
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nearly 2,660 rubles. And after only twenty days the tractor broke down again …”112 
These examples imply that, though machines are responsible for the vast majority of 
successes on the fields, humans still hold complete blame for any failures. 
 As in previous years, this emphasis on Marxism is also manifested in a push for 
better education and training, as well as a link between science and practice. One March 
3, 1987 news brief, for example, announces that more than 14,000 village workers have 
taken courses at “universities for agricultural knowledge” to help them learn to deal with 
issues that may arise on the fields.113 This is followed by a long March 24, 1987 article 
concerning the relationship between science and production. The article states that “the 
integration of science and industry gains special significance” during times of agricultural 
transformation. It also confirms that these accomplishments must not be relegated to the 
archives of history, but make a significant impact on actual labor and productivity.114 
 As before, the theme of nature as adversary is still present in articles from 1987. 
Along with this comes the glorification of man and machine as the saviors of agriculture 
and the economy. In one article about the situation in animal husbandry, Lisovenko, the 
secretary of the Chernogorsk regional party, states, “Snowfall and blizzards haven’t 
disrupted the real farmers, though the negligent were indeed taken unawares.”115 The 
introduction of another article confirms, “Spring in Nizhniy Povol’zhe, more often than 
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not, arrives ‘explosively.’ … In such conditions, putting off preparation of machines ‘for 
another day’ is risky …”116 In both cases, humans are warned to be wary of nature in 
order to conquer and dominate it.   
 Despite a heavy reliance on production and technology held over from earlier 
times, the 1980s also witnesses a surprising attentiveness to ecological concerns. Though 
there is no real pattern to the publicity that the environment receives, it is evident in a 
variety of articles throughout the month of March. One news brief from March 1, 1987, 
discusses new technology that transforms coal into “effective, ecologically clean fuel” 
while it is still in the bowels of the earth.117 A March 4, 1987, article discusses the 
upcoming production of a series of machines which will “allow for the significant 
limitation of the loss of steel during casting.” As well as providing more steel for 
industry, the move “will improve the ecological situation in sectors where the machine is 
installed.”118 Another news brief from March 4, 1987, states that workers in Tashkent 
developed technology for the thermal processing of concrete with the help of solar 
energy.119 
 Another important change appears in March of this year in the form of a strong 
emphasis on water conservation. According to Secretary Umarov of the Fergansky region 
in a March 5, 1987 article, “Since last autumn we have been waging a war with the water 
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shortage. Considering the moisture deficit, specialists have changed watering technology 
and deadlines. This will allow the conservation close to a hundred million cubic meters of 
water.” The article states that several farms have switched to the use of closed conduits 
and wider hoses, which save moisture.120 In an article from March 13, 1987, titled “We 
Will Be Economical,” Pravda encourages its readers to conserve water, gas, and 
electricity. It begins, “A drop of water is absolutely trivial, isn’t that so? However, if such 
a drop of water falls from the faucet every second, that amounts to five buckets of water 
in twenty-four hours!” The article continues: 
    Almost a third of the country’s fuel is spent on heating homes and apartments 
 alone. Add to that billions of kilowatt-hours of electricity and billions of cubic 
 meters of water and gas demanded for everyday life. We must use all of this 
 economically, for maximum benefit.121 
 
 Related to conservation in Pravda in 1987 is the idea of keeping available 
resources clean and safe. In response to the threat of floods from rapidly melting 
mountain snow, Pravda prints several articles on flood safety, including instructions to 
individual homes and factories for keeping water clean in case of flooding. One article, 
titled “White Snows are Melting,” discusses the distinct possibility of floods in the Don 
region, the result of almost six times the usual amount of snowfall. Though the majority 
of the article is devoted to explaining the best ways for citizens to seek shelter and protect 
their property and livestock, the end of the article delves into the ecological implications 
of a heavy flood. It warns, “In the last flood, which was not very big, some of the 
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discharge from the Klich Ilyich pig farm ended up in the Kumshak River. Many fish 
died.” It continues with the warning: “It is especially important to prevent the runoff of 
pollutants into rivers, lest they end up in prolific fisheries.”122  
 A March 15, 1987 article devotes even more attention to the possibility of a post-
flood ecological disaster. The article itself is devoted entirely to an interview with a 
prominent scientist regarding the prevention of toxic and radioactive materials from 
Chernobyl getting into water sources. Though this represents a significant departure from 
the earlier use of scientists as justification for exploitation and plunder of the natural 
environment, the scientist in this article plays a largely reassuring role by reporting, 
falsely or not, that the Chernobyl incident will cause no harm to area waterways.123 
 In 1987, more than before, the reader detects a shift to postmodern attitudes 
concerning nature. Though industrial production is encouraged as much as ever, a great 
deal of attention is paid to human activity and how it impacts the natural environment. 
Less emphasis is made on the economic aspect of conservation, and, for the first time, 
environmental protection seems to be evaluated on its own merit. However, a 
hodgepodge of modernist, Marxist, and postmodernist values regarding the environment 
exemplify what Fernandez refers to as “contradictory representations of nature that may 
confuse the public” (p. iii).     
  
                                                            
122 Kryukov, M. Tayut beliye snegi (White snows are melting). March 16, 1987. Pravda. p. 1. 
123 Odinyets, M. Pered pavodkom (Before the flood). March 15, 1987. Pravda. p. 1. 
77 
 
Coverage of Land-Related Issues in Pravda after the Collapse of the USSR 
 Similar to Soviet times, material in Pravda from 1992 to 1996 shows changing 
representational patterns regarding land and nature (Figure 2). However, unlike Soviet 
times, the quantitative and qualitative results are less clear and more complex. While the 
relatively small percentage of land- and nature-related material points to a greater 
emphasis on economic and political concerns, the blend of a variety of ideologies within 
land- and nature-related material indicates not only that more voices were accessible 
through the media, but also hints at a burgeoning identity crisis as a direct result of the 
collapse of the Soviet Union. 
 In analyzing land- and nature-related material from Pravda after the collapse of 
the Soviet Union, one cannot disregard the tremendous global emphasis on environmental 
movements that was going on concurrently. The United Nations Conference on 
Environment and Development (UNCED) took place in Rio de Janeiro in 1992, fostering 
international debate and discussion about environmental problems. Despite Russia’s 
initial lack of enthusiasm about the conference, there were a number of responses, both 
social and political, within the country (Oldfield, Kouzmina, & Shaw, 2003, p. 159). As a 
less developed and economically viable country, Russia had to bend, to a certain extent, 
to environmental concerns worldwide. It is perhaps not surprising, considering the global 
surge in environmental interest, that land- and nature-related material in Pravda after the 
collapse of the Soviet Union tended to be in the form of news briefs and wires from 
abroad, rather than longer articles printed and researched within the country.  
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Figure 2: Changes in Land-Related Material in Pravda from 1992 to 1996 
Year Front-page 
articles 
(Land) 
Front-page 
articles 
(Total) 
Percentage Form Terminology in 
Headlines 
Predominant 
Ideology 
1992 4 57 7 Articles, 
photos 
Farmers, feed Traditionalist, 
Marxist 
1993 17 332 5.1 Articles, 
news 
briefs 
Nuclear waste, 
radiation, oil, fields, 
plow, sea, fuel 
Postmodern 
(Reformist) 
1994 45 421 10.7 Articles, 
news 
briefs 
Diamonds, miners, 
land, harmful 
materials,  fishermen, 
virgin lands, landslide, 
cyclone, pigs, spring, 
plow 
Traditionalist/   
Marxist/ 
Postmodern 
(Reformist) 
1995 59 391 15.1 Articles, 
news 
briefs 
Diamonds, gas, 
harvest, land, raw 
materials, miners, 
fertilization, coal, 
agriculture, flood, 
forests, fishermen, 
hake, cows, furrows,  
fertility, fields, air, 
poisonous materials, 
livestock, planting, 
gold 
Traditionalist/
Postmodern 
(Reformist) 
1996 13 158 8.2 Articles, 
news 
briefs 
Chernobyl Traditionalist/
Postmodern 
(Reformist) 
 
1992 
 Because of the tremendous strife that Russia experienced after the collapse of the 
Soviet Union in 1991, material is lacking in Pravda issues from the following year. Eight 
days are missing from the publication in the month of March, and a sudden halting of 
publication took place on March 15, 1992, lasting 23 days. As a result, only four articles 
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regarding land and nature could be located for analysis. In addition, the financial crisis 
that Russia was undergoing during March 1992 largely overshadowed land- and nature-
related concerns. The headline of one March 12, 1992 article sums up the mood of the era 
perfectly: “An Avalanche of Uncontrolled Prices Pitilessly Dooms Hundreds of 
Enterprises to Bankruptcy.”124 Three of the four articles dealing with land and nature 
focus more on the extreme difficulties faced by farmers and everyday citizens struggling 
to supply themselves with seeds, farm equipment, and even food. For this reason, 1992 
provides little material that allows a thorough analysis of environmental concerns. 
 However, hints about the public’s attitude toward the natural environment may be 
found in each of the articles mentioned. These articles seem to signify a return to 
romanticism of nature and the land, perhaps caused by the hardships Russian citizens 
were facing, coupled with a Marxist drive to once again wield control over nature. Even 
in the articles where land and nature figure prominently, the theme of the article is, more 
often than not, the difficulties faced by farmers and citizens struggling to establish 
identity during war, financial crisis, and political upheaval.  
 The first printed piece analyzed, a photo caption dated March 3, 1992, describes a 
photo of a lone person fishing through a hole bored into the ice. It states, “In times past, 
we would have merely marveled at this northern idyll. Coast-dwellers have lived for 
many centuries in Purnem, the longstanding village on the Onega shore. There is wild 
game in the forest and an abundance of fish in the river.” The caption goes on to explain, 
however, that the residents of this settlement have been cut off from groceries and 
                                                            
124 Lavina svobodnikh tsen bezzhalostno obrekayet sotni predpriyatii na finansovoye bankrotstvo. 
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supplies from the nearest city, and must rely on ice fishing for survival.125 Therefore, an 
emphasis on Purnem’s natural splendor quickly turns into commentary about economic 
problems.    
 A second article from March 12, 1992, tellingly titled “The Peasants Cry Out 
Until They are Hoarse,” vividly describes the situation in the southern part of the country, 
and how war and famine are keeping farmers from their duties in the fields. The article 
states that “more and more frequently [the farmers’] peaceful work is interrupted by the 
roar of cannons and the crack of automatic weapons.” The article, which is a plea for 
government help, states that warfare, high prices, and a lack of identity among Russian 
citizens are keeping them from a successful planting season. It even draws a telling 
comparison between the present situation and earlier Soviet times: 
 Before, as we remember, toward the end of February the village usually reported 
 on the preparation of technology for spring. … Today the situation is more dire. 
 Along with a dismal lack of replacement parts [for equipment], there is the 
 discomfiture of people who no longer know who they are: collective farmers or 
 tenants, farmers or stockholders …126 
 
 According to the article, these concerns keep workers from hearing the “eternal 
call of the land, which waits for its plowman.”127 Coupled with the romanticism and 
personification of the land in this article, there is a clear Marxist overtone. Without the 
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plowman to tend to it, the land is barren and helpless; without land to cultivate, the 
people are lost and despondent.  
  In another photo caption dated March 10, 1992, however, a clear concern for the 
environment manifests itself. The caption begins, “It was always assumed that there were 
countless natural resources in our enormous country. Now it has suddenly become clear 
that not so much oil is coming from the wells, that the forests in many places have 
thinned out, and that the coal deposits have been exhausted.” Though this would seem, at 
first, to be a commentary aimed at improving and preserving natural resources, the 
caption quickly turns into what amounts to an advertisement for the newly opened natural 
gas magnate Gazprom. “Only natural gas flows through the pipes as it did before, guided 
by human hands. We have detected more than 53 trillion cubic meters of gas that can be 
used for industry,” it states. After describing the new gas company, the caption implies 
that Gazprom is at the forefront of technology and industry, “without which it would be 
impossible to imagine our lives.”128 This final sentence implies that, despite warnings 
about dwindling resources, Russians are unwilling to give up anything that would 
threaten the ways of life they established during the period of rapid industrialization and 
modernization. In addition, the environmental problem becomes nothing more, in this 
example, than the recognition of a new type of resource to be exploited.   
  Therefore, despite a clear reemergence of traditionalist sentiments toward the land 
and natural resources, articles from 1992 show an unwillingness to let go of economic 
interests in pursuit of environmental ones. During this time of drastic political and 
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economic change, Pravda creates a social representation of land and nature that is both 
idealistic and protective. The romanticism of nature in both 1917 and 1992 may indicate 
that people frame issues more emotionally in times of change and upheaval.  
 
1993  
 In March 1993, land- and nature-related articles count for little more than five 
percent of total articles printed in the newspaper. However, four of these articles were not 
analyzed, since the articles themselves had little to do with land and nature. One, for 
example, discussed the exchange of gasoline between Russia and Ukraine. Another had 
to do with work at a coal mine being halted due to heavy snowfall. 
 Many other articles that contained land- and nature-related terminology were 
devoted more to the economic crisis than to environmental issues. For example, one 
article, printed on March 23, 1993, discusses the acute lack of seeds, machines, and fuel 
at most farms. In addition, it mentions that several regions of the country are embroiled in 
warfare. According to the article, “The farmer goes out onto the spring field during hard 
times; in some places he must carry out the planting with an automatic rifle on his 
shoulder.”129 Still another article reports on the meeting of the heads of state from all 
former Soviet republics to discuss oil shortages and skyrocketing prices.130 In a third 
article dated March 5, 1993, a league of agronomists write a letter to President Boris 
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Yeltsin complaining about the prohibitive price of mineral fertilizer. The letter states, 
“We explain the forced abandonment of the application of mineral fertilizer … with the 
government’s absence of economic interest in the successful work of farmers … .”131     
 Among the land- and nature-related articles, many trends can be noted. First, 
Pravda is far less reluctant to print bad news than it had been during Soviet times. One 
article, printed on March 3, 1993, reports the presence of dangerous radioactive materials 
at a chemical plant. According to the article, “[t]he Chelyabinsk region has been 
recognized as a high-risk zone for nuclear and radiation incidents.” Furthermore, the 
article reveals a direct correlation between environmental concerns and government 
policy. The article goes on to state, “Regional authorities have made temporary 
provisions for the legal regulation of transporting nuclear materials. They are reviewing 
different measures, even prohibiting the importation of nuclear waste.”132 Here, the 
government begins to take an active role in environmental protection, just as the press is 
beginning to take an active role in reporting abuses of the natural environment. 
 A second trend that is apparent from the land- and nature-related articles in 1993 
is the appearance of ecologists and their opinions. A news brief, printed on March 5, 
1993, announces that rainbow trout in a Murmansk fishery were dying at an alarming 
rate. According to the article, “Ichthyologists and environmental specialists for an atomic 
plant came to the tentative conclusion that radiation was not to blame, but rather the oil 
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132 Yaderniye otkhodi uzhe nekuda devat’ (There is nowhere to put nuclear waste).  March 3, 1993. 
Pravda. p. 1. 
84 
 
pollution of canal waters.”133 In a second news brief, published on March 11, 1993, 
ecologists are mentioned for voicing their concerns about proposed oil drilling, which 
would “increase pollution in [Odessa] and the Black Sea.”134 
 Finally, Pravda in March 1993 shows that the ecology is now becoming part of 
the national consciousness. One article, which has nothing to do with land or nature, but 
contains telling information about the people’s attitude toward the environment, is titled 
“Who is Afraid of What?” In this article, printed on March 13, 1993, sociologists from 
Saratov gave a survey to government representatives and the general population, asking 
which problems facing Russia concerned them the most. The possible options from 
which to choose included not only crime, political instability, lack of morality, and 
unemployment, but also ecological problems.135 Though the overwhelming majority of 
those surveyed did not cite ecology as a major concern, the presence of ecology on the 
survey itself shows that it was finally becoming an issue on the agenda of lawmakers and 
the general public. 
 However, articles from 1993 still show an unwavering faith that technology can 
not only cure economic problems, but environmental ones as well. A news brief dated 
March 3, 1993, for example, states that chrome and nickel deposits are being removed 
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from water with the help of a “washing machine”136 created by a team of scientists at a 
Ukrainian engineering academy. The brief goes on to explain that the machine 
incorporates “brand new cleaning technology for waste water for the extraction of 
colorants, acid, and certain heavy metals such as chrome, nickel, copper, zinc, and 
cadmium.”137  
 Articles from this year, despite the continuing financial problems, reveal a 
renewed interest in environmental concerns. One article even indicates that 
environmental issues have reached the final stage of social representation by imbedding 
themselves in the political discourse (Moscovici, 2001). However, the postmodern 
attitude toward land and nature remains reformist, since the articles reveal no interest in 
giving up economic interests for environmental protection. In addition, they show an 
even greater faith in technology to solve the very problems created by the misuse of 
technology during the Soviet era. 
 
1994 
 It is perhaps not surprising that the ongoing economic and political crisis still 
plays a significant role in articles from March 1994. Many articles have to do with the 
rising costs of land and the closing of factories. One news brief from March 12, 1994 
reports that, on average, land taxes will multiply by ten times their present rate in 1994 
                                                            
136 Stiratel’naya mashina 
137 Lakhno, I. Bol’shaya stirka – po‐kharkovsky (A big load of laundry – Kharkov style). March 3, 1993. 
Pravda. p. 1. 
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alone, going from seven to 70 kopeks per square meter.138 According to another news 
brief, the first arc-furnace plant of the Chelyabinsk metal factory shut down its 
operations. The news brief states that this “is the first such enormous loss for the most 
powerful manufacturer of high-quality steel in the country.”139 Other articles lament the 
skyrocketing costs of food, alcohol, and cigarettes (March 17), while others discuss the 
fact that Russians are eating less meat and milk products than they had in 1993, despite 
the fact that the levels from 1993 were already less than the recommended daily levels for 
proper nutrition (March 29). A photo caption dated March 25, 1994, though it richly 
describes the abundance of fish at a local processing plant, ends on a dismal note: 
“Today, during these times of stagnation and need, the fish give fishermen the possibility 
to persevere.”140  
 Related to this idea is the surprising amount of reporting dedicated to the miners’ 
strikes. Two articles and two news briefs from March 1994 are devoted to describing the 
miners’ demands, as well as the lowered output of coal and other materials as a result of 
their absence from the mines. In one such article, dated March 11, 1994, a mining union 
demands a meeting with President Boris Yeltsin to discuss the fact that they had not been 
                                                            
138 Zemlya podorozhala (Land has gotten more expensive). March 12, 1994. Pravda. p. 1. 
139 March 3, 1994. Pravda. p. 1. 
140 Na to i shchuka, chtob ribak ne dremal (We need a fish to keep the fishermen on the alert). March 25, 
1994. Pravda. p. 1. 
87 
 
paid for several months of work. According to the article, more than two-thirds of miners 
in the union had not received salaries from December of the previous year.141  
 Unlike printed material from Soviet times, Pravda articles from 1994 are willing 
to print information about the threats of natural disasters, including cyclones, landslides, 
and floods. One March 29, 1994 news brief states that a cyclone on Sakhalin has caused 
more than 30 billion rubles worth of damage.142 Directly below it, a second news brief 
announces the deaths of 28 people as the result of a landslide in Kyrgyzstan.143 Many 
articles and news briefs are devoted to the threat of flooding, and announcements are 
continually printed regarding the water level of major rivers. In one example, printed 
March 23, 1994, Vladimir Semayev, chairman of the Anti-Flood Commission, states that 
the situation in Moscow is “very serious,” and that the levels of the Oka, Moscow, and 
Klyazma rivers have risen appreciably.144   
 An interesting trend that appears in articles in Pravda from 1994 is the emphasis 
on land reform, which concerns the dismantling of large collective farms and the creation 
of privately owned farms. The people’s reaction to the transformation of agriculture, 
however, is unenthusiastic at best. According to a March 24, 1994 article: 
                                                            
141 Shakhteri zhdut priyoma v Kryemlye (Miners await admission to Kremlin). March 11, 1994. Pravda.      
p. 1. 
142 Sakhalin: tsikloni ne dayut pokoya … (Sakhalin: cyclones give no peace …). March 29, 1994. Pravda.      
p. 1. 
143 … A Kirgiziyu zamuchili opolzni (… And landslides tormented Kyrgyzstan). March 29, 1994. Pravda. p. 1.  
144 Poplivyot po vesnye Podmoskov’ye (Podmoskov’ye will float through spring). March 23, 1994. Pravda. 
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 The financial insecurity of agricultural workers, … the violation of the price 
 equilibrium between agriculture and other areas of the economy, the decrease in 
 productive potential in the village, … have not allowed us to fully realize the 
 potential of private farms.145    
 
Many others criticize the new reforms for not being compatible with local traditions and 
ways of life. In an article printed on March 31, 1994, the president of the Chuvash 
republic, a small republic located in the Volga region of Russia, berates the government 
for their poor handling of agricultural reforms. President Nikolai Fedorov states, 
“Moscow’s attempt to regulate our relationships concerning the land is inappropriate for 
our demographic and historical traditions, as well as our geographical position.”146 This 
critique of the economic paradigm represents what Esteva (2005) refers to as the “new 
commons,” in which people struggle to structure their lives in ways that do not “fit in 
well with any of the social classifications tainted by the economists’ lenses” (p. 20).  
 Another trend appearing in 1994 that was not present in previous years is the 
attention paid to the fortieth anniversary of the settlement of “virgin lands” in the 
uncharted steppes. Eager for more arable farmland, Khrushchev embarked on an 
ambitious plan to settle and plant over 90 million acres in Siberia and Central Asia. As a 
result, the Soviet Union acquired an area of farmland equal to more than all the arable 
land of France, West Germany and the United Kingdom (Martin, 1962, p. 84). According 
to the caption next to an idyllic photograph of a horse-drawn carriage traveling across a 
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snowy field, “there was no word more resonant and inviting to the youth of the fifties” 
than tselina, or virgin lands. The caption states that young men and women were drawn 
to the harsh landscape by not only the lure of adventure and ambition, but also by their 
patriotic duty to give the land more bread.147 An article from March 23, 1994 states that 
more than 40 million hectares of land were settled and cultivated by these new settlers, 
allowing the country to nearly double its output of grain. Says one sentimental farmer, 
“The virgin lands are my song. I spent the best years of my life there.”148   
 Also more obvious this year is the public outcry over treatment of the natural 
environment. One news brief, dated March 1, 1994, states that an atomic submarine has 
sunk close to Vladivostok. Although the fleet’s press center vehemently denies the rumor, 
the public outcry demanding an explanation, as well as the pressure on the fleet to 
respond to these allegations, shows that environmental protection is perhaps higher on the 
national agenda than it had been in previous years.149 Another news brief from March 24, 
1994, reports that a shipment of industrial waste from France, the Netherlands, and Israel 
has been stationed in Orenburg for almost 50 days. According to the brief, the shipment 
has drawn worldwide attention, including demands from Greenpeace that the shipment be 
taken out of Russia.150 A third news brief from March 19, 1994, which covers a 
                                                            
147 Perepakhannaya pamyat’ tselini (Unearthed memory of virgin lands). March 15, 1994. Pravda. p. 1. 
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parliamentary assembly held in Saint Petersburg, lists ecological protection as one of the 
issues discussed.151  
 Present in Pravda articles from 1994, therefore, is a curious mix of traditional and 
postmodernist values. However, there is a hint that these attitudes are the result of the 
alarming financial situation that Russians were facing at this time in the history of the 
country. Had the situation been different, so too might have been the emphasis on 
environmental protection.  
 
1995 
 As Russia’s financial and political crisis wore on, so too did the largely negative 
coverage in Pravda regarding land and nature as expensive and unattainable for the 
majority of citizens. The central complaint is the lack of affordable land, as announced in 
a March 2, 1995 news brief regarding a meeting of Russian farmers.152  As the result of 
financial hardships throughout the country, states one March 10, 1995 article, the 
agricultural-industrial complex is “on the brink of catastrophe.” The article laments: 
 … [T]he crisis of non-payment, a disparity of prices, the dictates of monopolies, 
 the state’s untimely payment for products, … the incredibly high costs of 
 material-technological and energy resources have led to the deepest industrial 
 crisis, driving agricultural workers to bankruptcy.153 
                                                            
151 Chetvyorti raund v Tavricheskom (Fourth round in Tavrichesky). March 19, 1994. Pravda. p. 1. 
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According to a March 30, 1995 article, titled “We’re Stuck Every Way We Turn,” not 
only the size of privately owned farms, but also the number of farms, has taken a 
nosedive in the past year.154 Coupled with this crisis is the lack of mineral fertilizer due to 
outrageous prices. Says one March 16, 1995 article, “[The fertilizer factories] would be 
only too glad to supply farms with this ‘fertility elixir,’ but they are deprived of the 
ability to do so by a chronic lack of funds.”155 Another article discusses the fact that 
many farmers have resorted to slaughtering their milk cows, since there is no longer a 
market for dairy products. The article states, “They decided it’s better to not have cattle at 
all than to rear them for a massive deficit.”156 Also prohibitively high are prices for fish, 
which are fast disappearing from Russian markets. In an interview with Vyachislav 
Zilanov, deputy chairman of the State Committee for Fisheries, he states that the situation 
was not as dismal even during World War II. According to his data, Russians consume 
only 40 to 50 grams of animal protein a day, as opposed to the recommended 70 to 100 
grams.157  
 Another issue that causes a tremendous amount of apprehension among Russians 
is the new Land Code, which liberates the land market to unregulated buying and selling. 
The problem is discussed at length in a March 24, 1995 article, which refers to the 
proposed legislation as the “breaking down of the ancient law of life for both humans and 
                                                            
154 Atamanenko, M. Kuda ne kin’ – vsyudu klin (We’re stuck every way we turn). March 30, 1995. Pravda. 
p. 1.  
155 Pankratov, V. Elixir plodorodiya umiraet na skladakh (Fertility elixir rots in warehouses). March 16, 
1995. Pravda. p. 1. 
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nature.” Marichev, a participant in a meeting held to discuss the issue, sadly discusses the 
implications of this change. He says, “There was Suvorovsky Boulevard, where children 
played, but now it’s been sold. A team arrived and cut down the trees. No, we cannot 
vote for this code.” A second participant, Sevastianov, revives the same sentiments 
present in Pravda issues from 1917 when he shouts, “Only the people can decide the fate 
of the land!”158 
 Nine of the 59 land- and nature-related articles from March 1995 were devoted to 
what is now referred to as a “rash of miners’ strikes,”159 which has still not reached a 
favorable conclusion. This year, added to the previous concerns about payment is the 
concern that the Russian government has turned the country into a dump for radioactive 
waste.160 The interest in floods and other natural disasters is still present. However, added 
to this is a concern that the country’s vast forest reserves are being destroyed by fires and 
warfare. According to a March 15, 1995 news brief, for example, thousands of hectares 
of forest are burned down each year as the result of bombing and armed attacks.161 A 
March 16, 1995 news brief reports that hundreds of thousands of hectares of taiga are 
claimed by wildfires every year.162 In both cases, residents sought government action to 
prevent these incidences in the future. Another news brief that reveals the environmental 
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concerns of Russian citizens reports that activists are demanding more than four trillion 
rubles from industrial companies as compensation for air pollution.163 
 Another trend in articles from 1995 is an unexpected reference to traditionalist 
sentiments and ideas toward the land and its resources. One news brief concerns 
Universal Water Day, which was organized to combat water pollution in the country’s 
rivers. According to the brief, the motto for the project was “Water is Life.”164 In a 
feature story printed on March 4, 1995, the author glorifies the town of Kachkanar, 
fondly recalling its humble origins. It is written, “The people suspected that a rare marvel 
was hidden in the womb [of the nearby mountain]. Therefore they considered it sacred 
and climbed to its summit to pray to their pagan gods.” In a way, this article traces the 
entire span of feelings toward Russian land, beginning with its superstitious beginnings, 
following its course to modernization and its transformation into a prolific manufacturing 
center.165 A second feature article concerns Alyosha, a young boy who accepted the 
tremendous responsibility of helping on the farm. According to the article, 
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 It was after midnight, the village was cooling down from its daily heat and 
 concerns, and Alyosha, my 12-year-old nephew, had not come home. … And then 
 mother knew exactly where her son was – in the fields. It was she, the director of 
 a village school, who had invoked her pupils: the harvest is richer than ever 
 before, and there are not enough hands. Let’s help the adults. … Alyosha arrived 
 home at two in the morning – grimy, gaunt, and hungry. ‘Where have you been? 
 What happened?’ mother hen called out. ‘At work,’ the boy replied coolly. 
 ‘Please give me something to eat.’166 
 
This article manifests much of Russia’s traditional attitude toward the land, which 
glorifies the land itself, as well as those who commune with it. Present here is also a 
strong Marxist subtext, which praises those who toil on the land for the benefit of the 
country.    
  
1996 
 Though the references to poverty and need are still noticeable in Pravda articles 
from 1996, the newspaper seems to already be showing signs of its upcoming demise. 
The number of land- and nature-related articles, as well of the size of the paper itself, has 
decreased. Half of the articles are missing from this month, allowing only 16 days of 
analysis. For that reason, few conclusions can be reached from the few land- and nature-
related articles present from this year.  
 The high cost of mineral fertilizer, a holdover from previous years, is still an 
important concern for Russian farmers, judging by a March 5, 1996 article regarding the 
                                                            
166 Morozov, N. Borozda kombainera Alyoshki iz 5‐vo klassa (The furrows of 5th‐grade combine operator 
Alyosha). March 18, 1995. Pravda. p. 1. 
95 
 
slow death of a town as the result of the lack of fertilizer and the low harvest.167 A second 
common theme from previous years is the anxiety over floods and other natural 
disasters.168 Also present from previous years is the ubiquitous miners’ strike, which is 
now unceremoniously referred to in a news brief titled “Strike season begins in the 
North.”169 
 A theme that causes considerable controversy on the pages of Pravda, however, is 
a new presidential decree, announced March 7, 1996, called “On Realization of the 
Constitutional Rights of Citizens Concerning Land.” Six of the thirteen land- and nature-
related articles printed this year deal with this new proposal, which is met with scorn by 
Russian farmers and workers. This decree, according to Brooks (1996), “reaffirms 
individual property rights by allowing practically all transactions in land shares and by 
removing restrictions on the amount of land that can be leased for farming” (p. 15). The 
central protest against the decree is that it goes against the constitution of the Russian 
Federation, which is supposed to have complete jurisdiction over land use. In one article, 
the chairmen of agrarian parties beg the people to carefully consider the implications of 
such a decree, which could lead to increased tensions between landowners. It also warns 
that selling and renting land, despite the immediate promise of profit and financial gain, 
will deprive the people of the stability of the collective farm.170 According to Nikolai 
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Kharitonov, the leader of another agrarian group, the decree “inadvertently nudges the 
peasantry toward trading land on the black market.”171 A group of over 1,500 picketers 
demanding to speak to President Yeltsin on March 26, 1996 repeats the phrase, “To trade 
our land is to trade our Motherland!”172 
 Although these articles reveal a new respect for land and those who work on it, 
the number of articles showing concern for environmental issues has taken a downturn. 
However, one article reports on a recent prohibition placed on eating fish in a town called 
Amur as the result of phenol contamination. The concentration of phenol found in local 
fisheries, in fact, was sometimes hundreds of times higher than the proposed limit.173 
 Therefore, although there is a lack of environmental coverage in 1996, the reader 
senses a return to traditionalist sensibilities toward the land. Many of the strong feelings 
expressed in the articles, especially those regarding land reform, echo sentiments from 
the Russian Revolution of 1917. Despite a lack of material reflecting concern about 
mistreatment of the natural environment, Russians rally around their land and seek to 
defend their relationship with it. In stark contrast to the modernization of the Soviet 
times, Russians show that the idea of treating their land as a commodity is an insult and a 
crime. 
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Figure 3: Changes in Quantity and Attributes of Land-Related Material in Pravda from 
1917 to 1996
 IV. Conclusions 
 As seen in Figure 3, the quantity of land-related printed material, as well as the 
attributes of this printed material (land- and nature-related terminology in headlines) 
follows a similar pattern. Though quantity of land-related material is highest in 1947, 
after the end of World War II, the variation in land- and nature-related terminology from 
1937 from 1987 is roughly the same. This could indicate that, while the emphasis on land 
use, as well as the volume of land used for industry and agriculture, was increasing, the 
ways in which the land was used stayed largely consistent throughout the Soviet period. 
The sharp downturn in both quantity and attributes of land-related material in Pravda 
from 1987 to 1992 suggests that the collapse of the Soviet Union did have an impact on 
attention to environmental concerns. However, from a quantitative perspective, this 
impact was mostly negative, since printed material after 1991 showed a strong tendency 
to emphasize economic concerns over environmental ones. A gradual upturn in quantity 
and attributes of land-related material from 1992 to 1995, however, implies that the 
environment was moving higher on the newspaper’s agenda before its demise in 1996.   
 Therefore, despite the widespread belief that neither Soviet nor Russian media 
paid attention to environmental issues, my research indicates that environmental issues, at 
least to some extent, played a role in the social representations of land and nature formed 
by the mass media. In addition, analysis of Pravda articles from 1917 through 1996 show 
a distinct progression in attitudes toward the natural environment. This begins with a 
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traditionalist attitude of the land as having symbolic and spiritual worth, but, one may 
argue, quickly changes to a Marxist attitude that the land must be endowed with worth by 
its human proprietors. Later, however, the attitude switches to a modernist attitude that 
machines and technology provide answers to all problems facing mankind, including 
land- and nature-related issues. Finally, a postmodern reformist attitude toward the land 
emerges during perestroika and the years following the collapse of the Soviet Union, 
signifying that a greater value is being placed on environmental concerns, and that 
perhaps a return to the prior social representation of the land having its own worth apart 
from its economic benefits is coming to pass. 
 However, several limitations of my study, which became apparent during 
analysis, must also be taken into account. First, the change in the newspaper’s format 
over time could have hidden, muted, or amplified some of the actual changes in attitudes 
toward land and nature. For example, while the land appears to receive a great deal more 
attention in 1947, this could be a result of the adoption of a brief, journalistic style of 
writing that still had not been developed in 1917. In the early years of the newspaper, 
whole pages were devoted to one topic, which was expounded upon at length in manner 
more befitting an academic thesis than a contemporary newspaper. Also, my criteria for 
article selection necessitated that I include several articles that had little to do with 
people’s relationship with the land and natural environment. This was especially true in 
my analysis of 1992 through 1996, in which many land-related terms were found in 
articles dealing with war and other unrelated topics.  In addition, this study did not take 
into account the length of the articles analyzed. Detailed feature articles were given the 
same weight in the analysis as news briefs, when in actuality more weight should have 
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been given to lengthier articles dealing with the land. In fact, my research indicated that, 
by and large, printed material dedicated to modernist and industrial concerns took the 
form of longer articles, while printed material regarding environmental reforms and 
concerns was usually relegated to news briefs.  
 Finally, my analysis did not take into consideration the crises undergone by the 
Soviet and Russian people at different points in the country’s rich and varied history. An 
absence of land- and nature-related articles during times of political and economic 
upheaval, for example, does not necessarily indicate a lack of concern for environmental 
issues. Instead, the most pressing concerns take precedence, while environmental 
concerns take a secondary position. Added to this is the fact that the financial crisis 
necessitated that the newspaper print only on certain days of the week instead of daily, 
which substantially decreased the material for my analysis.  
 Therefore, although my hypothesis about an increase in environmental concerns 
after perestroika was supported, my research question regarding a greater amount of 
environmental coverage following the collapse of the Soviet Union was not confirmed. 
However, I would suggest that later studies take into consideration the amount of positive 
and negative coverage given to land- and nature-related issues, as opposed to treating 
coverage as one variable. For example, while the majority of articles from 1947 were 
related to treatment of the land, most of these advocated an adversarial attitude toward 
the land and misuse of its resources. In contrast, land- and nature- related articles printed 
during and after perestroika, though fewer than those from previous years, were far more 
likely to voice the environmental concerns of the public and treat the land as a precious 
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and exhaustible resource. It should also be noted that it was perestroika, and not the 
collapse of the Soviet Union, which served as the turning point that ushered in new 
attitudes toward land and nature.  
 The one attitude that was never reflected in my analysis was the postmodern 
radical approach to the environment. When articles reflected a postmodern attitude 
toward nature, it was always within the scope of the present industrial modern system. 
This, however, is not surprising, considering that very few, if any, developed countries 
espouse the ideas of reverting back to previous ways of life for the sake of the 
environment. Russia, like most other countries, chooses to fight on behalf of the 
environment within current economic and political constraints.       
 The agenda toward the land and environment noticeably splits apart in the 
perestroika and post-USSR years. Unlike Soviet times, when articles fit into certain 
distinct categories defining the role of man, machine, and nature, articles from the 1990s, 
by and large, had few unifying themes. While some dealt with dissatisfaction over land 
prices, still others were related to workers’ strikes, and another faction was dedicated to 
air and water pollution. Articles from the 1990s also reflected a variety of views and 
representations regarding land and nature, ranging from traditionalist sentimentality to 
Marxist dogma to modern environmental concerns and movements. This is perhaps the 
result of the plethora of voices available in the newly opened and democratic society, as 
well as the lack of identity that resulted from the collapse of the USSR. However, this 
may have also led to a situation such as the one described by Fernandez (2007), in which 
a variety of attitudes and agendas in the media creates confusion among the public. 
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 By and large, Pravda articles from 1917 to 1996 suggest a clear and continuous 
progression through traditionalist, Marxist, modernist, and postmodernist attitudes toward 
land and nature. They reveal that the predominant social representation created by the 
Soviet leadership was one of domination of natural resources and rapid industrialization, 
while the articles from the 1990s contain a remarkable variety of social representations 
created by the government, workers, and environmental advocates. I hope that this study 
helped reveal the continuity and depth of the relationship between a people and its land, 
which, though muted by the push for industrialization, has survived and shaped a 
country’s literature, art, and science for hundreds of years. Through further study of the 
way in which the media shapes the national discourse regarding the land, as well as the 
successful creation of new social representations in the Russian media, it is possible that 
the respect and awe with which Russians regard nature will be preserved and used as a 
foundation for renewed emphasis on environmental protection.   
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